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valuable and interesting volume published during the 
present year (1880) Fr. Lenormant points 
tween the serpent form taken the tempter the Mosaic 
story, and the griffin form taken the Chaldean legends. 
The Chaldean mythologers called the power disorder and 
evil Tihamti, Tiamat, the Deep, who was not serpent 
all, but griffin with the jaws lion and the talons 
and with them the attack Bel-Merodach upon the 
Dragon was not much punishment for the temptation 
man was represent the warfare light and order 
upon darkness and chaos. need not introduce here,” 
says, the myth the great cosmogonic struggle between 
Tiamat, the personification chaos, and the god Maraduk, 
related portion the epic fragments cuneiform char- 
acters discovered George Smith. Tiamat assumes the form 
monster, often repeated the monuments, but this form 
not that the serpent.” 

Perhaps may interesting look little oriental 
mythology, and see does not recognize this Bible attri- 
bution the serpent the character tempter and 

Les origines d’apres Bible les traditions des peuples orien- 
taux (Paris, 1880), 100, note (2). 
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enemy. the writer not mistaken this famous Timat, 
the dragon principle chaos and disorder was sometimes 
represented serpent, and not always monstrous griffin, 
the distinguished French scholar supposes. think can 
shown that the Chaldeans, well the Hebrews, possessed 
indigenous and extremely ancient story the temptation, 
which compared very closely that given Moses, and 
which the serpent performs the same part. 

Apart from the Chaldean poems and monuments the tra- 
ditions antiquity cast but dim light upon this remarkable 
Hebrew narrative. The serpent was favorite object wor- 
ship among the primitive non-Shemitic and non-Aryan races 
everywhere. The Mexicans worshipped the serpent under the 
name Coatl. The Turanian aborigines India paid very 
great honor the serpent, and although such worship was 
quite foreign the conquering Aryan faith, yet was finally 
adopted the deification the wicked and hated Siva. Toa 
comparatively recent epoch the serpent has been object 
divine honor Cashmere. Indeed the worship serpents 
benevolent deities was, and still is, widely diffused among 
the lower and more primitive races. The fact admits 
sufficient explanation the mysterious character the ser- 
pent its sloughing its skin and renewing its youth; 
its stealthy, gliding motion, which excited the wonder 
its poison speedily deadly every living creature; 
its credited power fascinating larger animals than 
its sudden appearance, and its disappearence into holes 
the earth, which made seem veritably earth-born, and also 
the guardian genius all treasures buried the ground. 
Originally the serpent was good genius, agatho-demon, 
even appears Greek mythology connected with 
Hermes, Asklepios, worshipped Epidaurus serpent, 
like the Egyptian serpent Chnuphis. was the pro- 
tecting deity homes, that, among the Whydah 
death, and which has more than once been the occasion 
the massacre European travellers residents. 
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enim locus sine genio est, qui per anguem plerumque 

India the Aryan conquerors degraded the good ser- 
pent Siva, the Iranian conquerors the primitive 
Turanian inhabitants Media, overcoming the serpent- 
worshipping aborigines, represented their conquest under 
the form conflict which Thraetona was victorious 
over Azhi-dahaka, the serpent that bites, the creature the 
wicked Anromainyus, Azhi being the Zend for the Sanskrit 
Ahi, the hostile serpent, and Thraetona representing the 
Sanskrit Trita. This Ante-Zoroastrian conflict reappears 
form more epic than legendary Firdusi’s Persian story 
Feridun and Zohak, Feridun being the corrupted form 
Thraetona, and Zohak Azhi-dahaka. lately discovered 
inscription Cyrus proves, however, that must not carry 
back this identification, had been proposed, make 
the Astyages conquered Cyrus merely another form 
this Azhi-dahaka. The earliest form this myth that 
the Aryan Trita, who fights the monstrous three-headed ser- 
pent Ahi, which captures the divine cows that symbolize the 
rays light. The Zohak Firdusi was represented 
tyrant the black race who, compact with Satan, had 
been fated the punishment having two serpents feed 
upon his shoulders. appease their hunger required 
that two children the race should daily pro- 
vided for them, until the Iranian hero Feridun conquered him 
and confined him dark cavern. Another version makes 
Zohak himself monstrous serpent. These are all varia- 
tions single theme, that the dark, primitive Turanian 
inhabitants Media, autochthons and serpent worshippers, 
conquered the white Iranian invaders. have here 
three religious elements united. The primitive Aryan storm-. 
myth Ahi and Trita blended with the Turanian ophi- 
olatry, under Mazdean dualism. The Iranians lost the origi- 
nal notion the storm-myth entirely, converting into 
legend conflict between the Iranian hero Thraetona, 
servant the good god Ahura-mazda, and the serpent mon- 
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ster Azhi-dahak, servant the evil principle Anromainyus 
and the legend has both historical element impersona- 
ting the conflict between Iran and Turan, and moral ele- 
ment representing the warfare between good and evil. 
The old kings Media, says Moses Khorene, called them- 
the race the serpent,” which implies the worship 
the serpent them the primitive Turanians India. 
But the old Turanian belief can get little notion of, ex- 
cept from the hints contained the travesties its con- 
querors. ancient bronze bowl Phenician workman- 
ship found Palestrina, representing successive scenes, 
within encircling serpent, the beginning, progress, and 
hunting excursion Oriental king, gives 
three its scenes the victory the king over cave- 
dweller who has stealthily attacked him. The savage 
drawn ape-faced brute, clad only long hair, hardly 
able stand upright, and wielding other weapon than 
stone. was thus contemptuously that the conquering 
races India and Persia and Media looked upon the abo- 
rigines whom they had supplanted. 

Among the Phenicians, who borrowed much from the 
Egyptians, the encircling serpent with its tail brought its 
mouth, represented the bowl Palestrina, was the 
emblem the world, perhaps, more exactly, the ocean 
surrounding the world; the serpent being regarded, like the 
Babylonian dragon, the vital representative and embodi- 
ment the deep. That was worshipped testified 
afragment the Tyrian philosopher Sanchoniathon who 
says that Taautus, the Egyptian Thoth, who gave the Phe- 
nicians letters, laws, and religious rites, first consecrated 
the basilisk, and introduced the worship the serpent 
which was followed the Phenicians and 
Egyptians. For this animal was held him the 
most inspirited all the reptiles, and fiery nature; 
inasmuch exhibits incredible celerity, moving its 
spirit without either hands feet, any those external 
organs which other their motion. And 
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its progress assumes variety forms, moving spiral 
course, and what degree swiftness pleases. And 
very longlived, and has the quality not only putting off 
its old age, and assuming second youth; receives 
greater increase [of size]. And when has fulfilled the 
appointed measure its existence consumes itself, 
Taautus has laid down the sacred wherefore this 
animal introduced the sacred rites and 
The worship the serpent among the Phenicians testified 
Pherecydes, said have been the earliest Greek prose 
writer (600 B.c.) and have drawn his mythology from 
the sacred writings the Phenicians. According 
cydes there was severe contest between Cronos (El) and 
Ophion, the serpent-god also called, Ophioneus, which 
resulted the defeat the latter and his being cast into 
the Deep (Ogen). this myth, which has reached 
imperfectly and second-hand, with Greek names substi- 
tuted for the Phenician, Ophion and his wife Eurynome and 
their vanquishers Cronos and Rhea being all disguised under. 
names which conceal the Phenician appelatives, there not 
much worship indicated, the ancient 


over the conflict between order and disorder. have 
the victory demiurge over the chaos which first invested 
sky and sea. likely, Lenormant suggests, that the 
Ophion was, Phenicia, Kadmon, also called the. 


Greeks Cadmus. The name denotes Ancient, very proper 
for the serpent-god, who called Nonnus. 
which connects him great dragon,” 
that old serpent, called the Devil and Satan,” the Apoca- 
lypse. The accounts professedly taken from Pherecydes 
the Orphic writers sometimes speak the conflict not 
ing simply with Ophion Eurynome, but also with his numer- 
ous attendants, the and remarkable that the mag- 
nificent fragments the altar Pergamum lately brought 
Berlin, this Asiatic representation the war between 
the gods and the Titans represent the latter ending below 
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snaky coils, which take their ineffectual part this 
elemental war against the forces beauty and order. This, 
however, related later form the same 
which the half serpent Typhon, the storm, the Phenician 
Zephon, was conquered Zeus, thrust under 
the Serbonian Bog. may add that Eshmun seems also 
serpent god the Phenicians, and there reason 
identify him the one side with the Greek Asklepios, who 
always connected with the serpent while the other 
related the seven Phenician Cabiri, minor gods who 
are represented holding serpent. 

Phenician art, however, does not often give the serpent 
religious character. Yet important Tyrian coin repre- 
sents the Tyrian Hercules contending with serpent, which 
cannot well represent anything else than the myth the 
powers order and disorder, which shall consider 
further, and the struggle, narrated, have said, Phere- 
cydes, between Cronos and Ophioneus. There may also 
mentioned vase figured General Cesnola’s Cyprus,” 
101, which seen serpent moving undulations 
the hanging fruit tree. This old vase, per- 
haps five six centuries B.c., Phenician workmanship, 
and certainly suggests that some myth like the Mosaic story 
the temptation was known the Phenicians Cyprus. 
not dwell later Roman representations the first 
man and woman, standing naked the foot tree whose 
fruit they are plucking, while serpent twined about its 
trunk, found famous sarcophagus the Museum 
the Capitol, and bass-relief the garden the Villa 
Albani, Rome, since these, though probably made under 
Phenician, may have been indebted also Jewish influence. 
The evidence clear that the Phenicians honored the ser- 
pent, and recognized its two beneficent and 
malign power but not clear how much this versatile 
people, always hospitable the ideas other people, bor- 
rowed from the Egyptians ‘in their worship the serpent. 

While there are indications Egyptian mythology that 
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the serpent, like that which Asklepios rested his hand, 
was agatho-daemon, Plutarch says, generally 
made the emblem the evil the Ritual 
the Dead the pious soul his way the realm Osiris 
was compelled, among other defeat the great 
serpent Apep, Apophis. Set, the Greek Typhon, was the 
principle evil symbolized the serpent, now slaying the 
good and now slain his son and avenger Horus. 
Not the serpent only, but the two water animals, the crocodile 
and the hippopotamus, were regarded representing for 
seems water, the deep and its products, were regarded 
the seat and symbols disorder, and evil. 

all these legends mythologies find very little that 
reminds the Mosaic story the temptation Eve 
There simply the identifying the serpent 
with the evil principle, the conflict with the imper- 
sonation the good principle. Whether this general, but 
not universal, malign view the serpent the more 
vated races,—the Aryans, the Iranians, and the Egyptians,— 
but not the Turanians the Mexicans, should regarded 
acter, itself the treacherous and poisonous reptile, will 
depend very much the prepossession the inquirer. 
While this point the Chaldean legends may give not 
light might wish, they will, least, illustrate. 
more fully the story the serpent recorded Genesis. 

Chaldea, and Chaldea only, that the Bible itself 
seems direct for light this subject. Genesis begins 
with ends with Egypt. Abraham comes from 
the Chaldees, and must thought bringing with 
him the lore Chaldea. The two rivers that can 
nize which surrounded Eden are the two between which 
Mesopotamia. The first event after the Flood 
the destruction the Tower Babel. The four kings 
who fought against five the Vale Siddim came from 
beyond the Euphrates. was Bel-Merodach, Bin, Sin, Hea, 
and Ishtar, the gods the Babylonians, that were the gods 
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Terah and Nahor, “the gods whom your fathers served 
beyond the flood,” whom Joshua bade the people return 
they would not serve the Lord. The remarkable discovery 
George Smith, few years ago, Babylonian 
the Deluge very like that told Genesis gives reason 
believe that other parts the earliest Mosaic history the 
world were familiar the Chaldeans the Jews. 
Jewish and Christian writers had preserved account 
the Deluge said have been written from national records 
the Babylonian priest Berosus; but was easy assert 
and difficult disprove that was merely the Hebrew story 
carried Babylon the Captivity. But now possess 
the very tablets, laid away nearly hundred years before the 
Captivity the royal library, and which are endorsed 
copied from others thousand years older still, written 
the Assyrian cuneiform characters, which recorded the 
complete story the Ark, the Flood, the destruction men 
and beasts, the deliverance Xisuthrus, the sending out 
the birds, the resting the ark high mountain, the 
sacrifice, and the divine promise. There considerable 
reason believe that the old Chaldeans also possessed 
legends of.the creation the world and the confusion 
tongues, corresponding more less with the accounts given 
Genesis. might, then, look, with some reasonable ex- 
pectation finding it, for legend the temptation our 
first parents the serpent which will illustrate the Mosaic 
story. 

While the tablets from the library Assur-bani-pal which 
recorded the creation the world have been recovered 
fragments, those which all probability existed describing 
the creation man have not yet only know 
from allusions sacred hymns that Hea, the god the 
deep, and also the god supreme intelligence, the master 
all wisdom, the god pure director purity,” 
merciful one, with whom lord the race 
was the creator man. record yet discovered 
gives story the creation man and woman correspond- 
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ing the biblical account. sure, George Smith, 
his translation mutilated fragment discovered him, 
thought found portion the Babylonian account the 
creation man and his temptation and fall; but this must 
not pass into the literature the subject accepted 
translation. The text was sadly misconceived George 
Smith, and scholars universally reject his rendering it. 
The creation man, however, distinctly asserted, and 
the work the god Hea. the hymn Hea, giving his 
seven titles and declaring under each his glory, read 
the fourth place, the god the sacred disk, who vivifies the 
seed life 

the lord the holy psalm, who raises the dead, 

Who pardons the hostile gods when turns towards them: 

But devotes eternal corruption those that are obstinate against him. 

That they might obedient him created man. 

the merciful one, with whom exists life. 

May his commandment endure and never forgotten 

the mouth the race men whom his hands have 


Although George Smith was wrong supposing that one 
the fragments the clay tablets found him contained 
account the fall man, yet probable that such 
story was contained the cycle familiar the 
Babylonians, which were generally parallel the accounts 
Genesis. must remembered that only fragments 
one these old libraries Mesopotamia have been dis- 
covered, and that the greatest good fortune that 
happen have the Chaldean versions, part, the creation 
the flood. Very much more doubtless awaits intelligent 
exploration. The records kings were most carefully 
hidden the foundations temples and palaces and pre- 
served with religious veneration, that they have come 
down great numbers and great perfection. But, 
unlike these royal annals, about whose safe preservation 
much superstition attached, and whose destruction was 
guarded against, the remaining literature the people has 

See George Smith’s Chaldean Genesis,” pp. 82-85; Ledrain’s Histoire 
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come down only fragments from one library, the 
fragile tablets which fell from their shelves and were bro- 
ken destroyed when the building which they had been 
preserved was sacked and burned. not one king Assur- 
bani-pal been peculiar cultivator learning, should 
have had nothing, scarcely, but the royal records. 

The fragments Berosus, they have come down us, 
contain, like the monuments, account the temptation 
and fall, and none the serpent tempter. 
considered, however, that with this account the temptation 
all the places where find Genesis, among the 


the Iranian the Mendaite tradition,—it closely 


connected with tradition tree life. Now this tree 
life, what can scarcely anything else, though ex- 
plained monument that has come down us, one 
the most frequent and characteristic representations 
found the seals and sculptured slabs Babylon and 
Nineveh. was evidently most sacred symbol, often 
surmounted the winged disk deity. This tree, tree 
life, thoroughly conventionalized, itself suggests some 
legend temptation, even though the form may have been, 
erage the juice this tree whose aqua vitae gave the knowl- 
edge good and evil and nakedness. The latter result 
find not only follows Adam’s partaking the forbidden fruit, 
but also Noah’s first recorded use the fruit the vine. 
The evil principle the Chaldean literature and art appears 
generally represented dragon rather than ser- 
pent. This dragon griffin, Tiamat, the chaotic, disor- 
derly sea, the principle evil, and the mother monstrous 
shapeless creatures. Tiamat would seem have been more 
the symbol physical than moral disorder. was Tiamat 
(Heb. the deep) that Berosus had mind when 
said that the god Bel, according the Babylonians, cut the 
sea two, forming the heaven and the earth out the two 
fragments. 

The warfare Bel-Merodach against the dragon Tiamat 
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one the most common subjects Babylonian art, and 
forms the subject one the most curious fragments that 
have come down the mythological inscribed tablets. 
Whether, George Smith conjectures, Merodach was chosen 
the gods volunteered their champion not cer- 
tain. Perhaps, more likely, when this portion the sacred 
epic was composed Merodach was the mind the poet 
the chief the gods, just supreme attributions are given 
turn each the several gods (or phases the great 
divinity) Shemitic well hymns. 

Bel-Merodach went forth the conflict armed with the 
thunderbolt, which probably represented the curved 
sabre-like weapon which, the cylinders, carries his 
hand. also had the talismanic word which can arouse 
still the storm. His servitors were the four winds and 
the seven winds. Tiamat was attended her evil spirit, 
leopard which appear the seals, bred the deep. When 
the battle joined, the auxiliar gods either side stood back 
until the two champions light and darkness, order 
and chaos, heaven and the abyss, the hero demiurge 
Bel-Merodach and the monster dragon and destroyer Tiamat, 
had opened the fray. champion the gods repeated 
the magical word that let loose the four winds, the seven 
winds, the whirlwind, and the tempest. took his 
hand his thunderbolt and mounted his chariot, and his hand 
seized the reins that held his four couples horses. Then 
uttered his challenge Tiamat. She, who was sea 
well dragon, carefully examined her protecting cliffs, and 
fortified her position. She repeated her talisman and ex- 
amined the arms her attendants. follow here the trans- 
lation which, though imperfect, superior that 
George Smith. 

And Tiamat threw herself upon Merodach, the purifier the gods. 


But the master resisted her, and confounded her with his mysterious 
And let loose the evil wind which should-turn her upside down. 


Ledrain’s Histoire d’Israel, Vol. pp. 410, 411. 
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Then Tiamat opened her mouth swallow that wind 

But the evil wind entered her, that she could not shut her lips. 
The force the wind filled her stomach, 

Her heart was overturned, her mouth was choked, 

Her bowels burst, and her digestion ceased. 

The god broke her heart and tore open her body. 

made her die there, and cut short her life. 

cast away and scattered her brains 

Those who had issued from the sea before her annihilated. 
scattered her battalions and pursued her armies. 

The gods, her allies, who had helped her 

Trembled, were afraid, and turned 

They tried save their lives, and fled away. 

They hid themselves, saving themselves without courage 
But surprised them and ‘broke their arms. 

Gathered together, like herd, they remained net. 
Their force was destroyed, their hand was dried up.” 


The Babylonian story was certainly developed beyond the 
Mosaic the account thus given the war between the 
divine power and the destroyer order and purity. De- 
pending merely the literary and mythological records 
thus far discovered, have imperfect evidence that there 
was any Chaldean account the temptation man 
Tiamat corresponding fully the Bible story, the 
case the complete and surprising parallelisms between the 
two stories the Deluge, which the Chaldean has been 
recovered almost without the loss The existence, 
however, such account the temptation probable, 
and its recovery for. If, seems likely, the 
war between Merodach and Tiamat further 
continuation the Mosaic story the curse the serpent, 
there notable difference between the two the form 
taken the tempter; the Chaldean story, reproduced with 
variation Babylonian, Assyrian, and Persian 
art for more than years, giving him the form 
winged griffin, half lion and half eagle, the queen the 
watery abyss, Tiamat, the Gen. while the bibli- 
cal version ascribes him the form serpent more subtle 
than all the beasts the field. 
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There are reasons, however, believe that parallel and 
perhaps older version, equally indigenous Chaldea, repre- 
sented the tempter and destroyer and far 
from improbable that the Jews, their captivity, learned 
identify the dragon and the serpent, with both which they 
were familiar, that find the identification nature 
complete Rev. xii. 7-9, which recounts the war heaven 
between Michael and the dragon, and describes the latter 
“the great dragon, that old serpent, called the Devil and 
Satan.” 

The edition the Chaldean story which have recovered, 
and which was copied out for the palatine library Assur- 
bani-pal was perhaps that the city Erech. But 
not unlikely that others the primitive cities lower 
Mesopotamia had each their somewhat variant forms their 
common myths. least two stories the Creation have 
been preserved fragments, quite different from each 
other, one them being very similar that the first 
chapter Genesis. From the immense mass mythologi- 
cal fancy which the early Chaldeans revelled there has come 
down little more than detached fragment here, and 
broken line there, for the completion and understanding 
which must wait hope that the opening some time 
the buried libraries Agane and Erech and Sippara and 
Babylon may give the older and original documents which 
Assur-bani-pal had copied for the royal library his northern 
kingdom. may that was from the version the 
story current the Chaldees that Abraham brought 
the tradition the serpent afterwards recorded Genesis. 
The 
tion, now the British 
Museum, included 
early Babylonian cylin- 
der,a copy the 
ing which give 
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male and female figure, sitting one each side tree, 
toward which they are reaching, apparently pluck hang- 
ing fruit. Behind the woman figured erect serpent. 
seems impossible regard this very ancient cylinder rep- 
resenting anything else than Chaldean legend the temp- 
tation. The horns above the head the male figure might 
seem represent that was deity demigod. Accord- 
ingly Lenormant,! before the discovery the other Chaldean 
tales the cosmogony, supposed Bel and Belit repre- 
sented. his discovery the Creation and Deluge 
accounts, George Smith? concluded, and apparently with the 
best reason, that this cylinder could represent nothing else than 
ancient Chaldean legend the Fall, 
very similar that Genesis. Baudissin, very high and 
‘late German authority, says his Studies the Religious 
History the (pp. that one can 
look this seal without being reminded the Mosaic story 
the fall, although cautiously adds that its antiquity 
needs fully established show that was not 
produced from Jewish conception and also adds that 
possible that represents some other unknown legend. 
Friedrich Delitzsch, one the most careful and scholarly 
Assyrian authorities living, says his admirable appendix 
the German translation Smith’s Chaldean Genesis 
(p. 805), that the seal doubtless very high antiquity, 
and that cannot represent anything else than the story 
the temptation and fall. 

This interpertation the seal has, however, been seriously 
attacked, late, Menant who has been publishing num- 
ber papers ancient seals. says: attentive 
examination the two personages the cylinder has con- 
vinced that they are men, such are found 
numerous analogous cylinders. The tree which separates 
them has nothing whatever common with the tree the 
terrestrial paradise and, finally, the serpent occurs this 
scene just great number others, where his presence 
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still That the sacred tree the cylinders 
and monuments has nothing common” with that the 
Mosaic paradise can more than assumption, noth- 
ing known the source the Chaldean symbol, and 
the connection the two antecedently probable. ‘The 
serpent, true, occurs other cylinders, yet 
means frequently, and for the most part cabiric emblem. 
This, however, unique cylinder, having unity very dif- 
ferent from the confusion many others, which the lapi- 
dicide has seemed have other object than cover his 
with many conventional figures possible, arranging 
them they might happen come. many seals god, 
crescent, seven stars, rhombus, and occasionally 
serpent, thrown fill vacant space, and possible 
that such the case here. Still the unity the rest the 
figures seems tell against this notion. But Menant’s 
chief argument against this cylinder’s representing the temp- 
tation man that the two figures says, both 
masculine; that they “are two men, such are found 
numerous analogous cylinders.” this point cannot 
all agree with Menant. careful study have been 
able make the published cylinders, and others unpub- 
lished that have come under eye, convinces that one 
the two figures male, and the other female. know 
other seal all closely analogous this with which 
compare it, unless one Menant’s Catalogue des 
cylinders Orientaux Cabinet Royal des Médailles 
Haye,” no. 14, which two standing figures appear, 
one each side tree with pendant fruit, which they 
seem plucking, whom one handing fruit toa 
third personage. But this case one the two person- 
nages the tree certainly feminine, represented the 
breasts, probably all three. these cylinders the male 
figures have regularly long. beard, and beardless figure 
presumably feminine. the cylinder before the person- 
nage the right hand with the horned cap appears 


Empreintes cylindres Assyro-chaldéens,” 48. 
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bearded, while the other certainly beardless. Certain figures 
the cylinders are always bearded, though they occur dozens 
times, and others are constantly beardless. The absence 
the beard should generally taken indicating the female 
sex. examination about hundred different figures 
some hundreds published seals, shows confusion 
types, except far the beard may neglected very 
rudely carved seals, lost those that are soft stone, like 
one under consideration, which earthy chlorite. 
But wish call attention another Chaldean seal 
(fig. which have been fortunate discover the 
possession the Hon. Wells Williams, now professor 
the Chinese Language and Literature Yale College, and 
which great importance corroborating our interpre- 
tation the seal the British Museum, and supplementing 
its information. represents fleeing serpent, with its head 


Fig. 


turned back toward deity, who swiftly pursuing it, and 
who smites with weapon. The other figures the seal 
have relation the pursuit the serpent the god. 
They are put the engraver simply fill the space, 
although all separately significant, doubt. The small 
kneeling figure probably represents the owner the seal. 
The two other figures behind the god represent recogniz- 
able deities, and may meant for priests. Filling the 
smaller spaces are the female emblem six planets, 
perhaps stars the Pleiades, and two smaller branches, 
which would hazardous regard representing the 
two trees the garden Eden. 

show the significance this seal will necessary 


compare with others which represent the conflict Bel- 
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Merodach with the Dragon. The Dragon have seen 
Tiamat, the spirit evil and disorder. That Tiamat took 
the pictorial form scaly dragon griffin appears not 
only from the story her war with Merodach, quoted above, 
nor from the account Berosus the cutting pieces 
Tiamat (under the name Thauatth, Bel, but 
especially from the numerous representations the cylin- 
ders the conflict between the two, which the griffin 
form regularly given the evil spirit. These are all 
periods, from time perhaps two thousand years 
that the Persian empire the Achamenian kings. 
From these select important cylinder, which give after 

will seen that this very much like Dr. Williams’s 
cylinder. The dragon, which corres- 
ponds with the the latter, 
the attitude retreat, and turns 
its head back toward its pursuer, who 
running rapidly and who shoots 
with arrow. The figure the 
priest the same (reversed), and the kneeling owner, 
also the representation the minor accessories, the stars and 
the «reds, although the winged circle, emblem the supreme 
power, replaces this crescent the moon-god. There 
figure winged monster represented under the feet 
Bel, for which there was not room Dr. Williams’s cyl- 
inder, but where indistinct line two indicates that 
was the mind the engraver. was very likely at- 
tendant the Dragon, possibly Bel. The two seals 
are much alike that they may have been engraved the 
same artist. They certainly present the same event, and 
may conjecture that they were made for customers two 
different cities Chaldea, one which the evil one was 
Tiamat, the griffin, while the other was serpent. With 
fig. may compared another much like Lajard’s 
Culte Pl. xxm. 


Chaldean Genesis, 100. 
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may, then, regard this new seal Dr. Williams cer- 
tainly representing the conflict Bel and the Dragon, the 
dragon being figured serpent. Coincident with the more 
popular Chaldean legend, which gave the dragon Tiamat 
the form griffin, these other two seals which have 
discovered represent under the same form given 
the Mosaic story. the first these see the serpent 
tempter accompanying the first pair, who reach out their 
hands pluck the fruit the forbidden tree. the second 
seal find the story taken its next stage, when the 
demiurge Bel-Merodach attacks and punishes the Serpent 
bruising its head. The two confirm each other, and the 
proof which they afford seems incontrovertible that 
very early period the history Chaldea, before any 
influence could have been borrowed from Hebrew sources, 
there existed indigenous story the temptation and 
more like that given Genesis than generally figured 
the monuments, indicated the fragments the story 
that have come down the Assyrian tablets. 

But there exist some other indications the Chaldean 
mythology, gathered from the monuments, the ill-repute 
which the serpent was held. Among the beasts and 
winged figures which, perhaps rather late carved 
stone,! Izdubar (Nimrod, really another form Merodach) 
shooting his arrows, one those thus transfixed ser- 
pent. Indeed, the massive sculpture Izdubar, which was 
often repeated late palaces, and which was evidently re- 
garded chef d’oeuvre Assyrian art, represented Izdubar 
grasping serpent the neck with his right hand, while 
strangling lion under his left arm. The boundary-stones 
set with the record the sale lands, beside the inscrip- 
tions invoking curses whosoever should feloniously re- 
move them, also contained representations the superior 
powers, and notably always serpent, which would pursue 
any one who should venture remove the landmarks. Half 
dozen these stones have been found, varying somewhat 
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details, but with monstrous serpent the predominant 
figure them all. possible that these figures represent 
only, some way, the great gods whose curses are invoked 
the accompanying inscriptions whoever should venture 
remove the stone, bury the ground, throw 
into the water, burn the fire, alter its record. 
evident that one the disks represents Shamas, the sun- 
god, and another Sin, the but the serpent and the 
horned monsters whose foreparts are attached the altars, 
would seem represent the malignant spirits rather than 
gods under malignant forms. But this little more than 
conjecture, and important cylinder represents god, ap- 
parently not malignant, half man and half serpent, whose 
human body forms the seventh element above the sixfold coil 
the serpent, and before whom minister two priests 
either side high This has been conjectured 
represent Assyrian god Sabi, meaning Seven, who seems 
correspond Eshmun, the Phenician chief over the seven 
Cabiri. Here and there other inconspicuous, perhaps un- 
meaning, serpents are introduced Babylonian seals; but 
such cases are quite rare. evident that the serpent was 
not, far most Chaldea and Assyria concerned, 
favorite object figure, although, according Diodorus 
Siculus, the image Juno the temple Bel Babylon, 
had serpent her right hand, and two immense silver ser- 
pents were set near the image Rhea. 

the comparatively few instances which the serpent 
appears the inscriptions generally malign being. 
Thus the serpent one the seven evil spirits that made 
war with the gods that curious tablet given Smith’s 
Genesis” (pp. 107-111), which seems repre- 
sent, first, chaos, the rebellion these seven spirits against 
Anu, until they are repelled the demiurge Bel-Merodach, 
who conquers order creating the sun, moon, and Venus 
(Shamas, Sin, and Ishtar); and, secondly, the eclipse the 
moon, described under the poetical disguise attack 
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the serpent, the leopard, and the rest the seven evil spirits 
upon the god Sin, until driven Merodach. 

another very interesting inscription tablet, one 
the gods, very likely Merodach, arming for battle against 
Tiamat, indulges long panegyric his weapon, appar- 
ently the thunderbolt. compares it, among other things, 
the enormous seven-headed the serpent which 
lashes the waves the sea, and attacks the face the 
enemy.” seven-headed serpent figured the monu- 
ments, far they have been discovered, but the ordinary 
sign the thunderbolt, often depicted the index Mero- 
dach, one stone Michaux (if correctly figured 
Millin and Miinter) drawn with the extremities the two 
prongs fashioned into separate heads. 

tablet, list insects, fishes, and reptiles, 
other names serpents—the designation aiub the foe 
God. This name, seemingly given monstrous sort 
serpent living the mountains, its Accadian name indi- 
cates, must have mythological basis, and refer some 
Chaldean story like that the Hebrew serpent Paradise, 
the Persian Azhi-dahak and Anromainyus, which clothed 
the principle evil the form serpent. 

may now,I think, accepted probable that the 
Chaldeans possessed independent legend the temptation 
our first parents the serpent, and its subsequent punish- 
ment the great warrior the gods, quite analogous 
the story Genesis. Its present form quite uncertain, 
although may yet hope recover it. very likely, 
however, judging not only from the evidence which have 
collated, but also from the importance ascribed Chaldean 
art the sacred tree, also from the analogy the known 
legends and the Flood, that approximated 
very closely the Hebrew story, with difference chiefly 
its polytheistic dress. was, however, less prevalent form 
the myth than that which made the tempter the 
Dragon ‘of the the Deep herself, 
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Tiamat. the different seats Chaldean reli- 
gion and literature had each their libraries and their varying 
mythologies, this recension the story the fall had its 
seat some one the cities lower Mesopotamia, and was 
overborne later forms the story prevalent Erech and 
Babylon. may have been the version recorded the 
library Ur, the birth-place Abraham, which yet awaits 
the spade some, let hope American, explorer. any 
rate the idea seen older than the Revelation St. 
John combining together various representations 
single principle chaos, disorder, and dragon, 
that old serpent, which the Devil and Satan.” 

hesitate claim for these Chaldean myths that they 
anything more than illustrate the Bible account. There 
too much yet uncertain allow claim that they con- 
firm it. The form these myths not self-evidencing 
allow settle off hand that they represent 
more than mere myths, either like the Vedic, which sees 
serpent the storm-cloud, like the Mazdean, which, occu- 
pied with great moral problems, and longer with the 
phenomena the sky, looks evil and disorder under the 
form serpent hostile Ahura-mazda. Their form not 
really inconsistent with the faith those who prefer to, 
regard them the perversion through tradition great 
historical fact the beginning the history the human 
race. need clearer notion the myths the various. 
great families. need understand what the ethnic 
relation Turanian the Hamitic races, need also, 
able answer more certainly the question whether, 
would seem from the language which these myths 
appear, they have Turanian whether they can 
belong the extremely early Shemitic eruption over Meso- 
potamia from the Persian Gulf. This, however, seems 
me,.must recognized fact, that there had been some- 
how developed, and had become perfectly familiar Meso- 
potamia, period centuries anterior the time Moses, 
far back the age Abraham, stories perfectly 
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parallel those Moses, which form are purely mythical 
and that, therefore, the burden proof will rest upon those 
who regard the Mosaic stories historical prove that the 
earlier Chaldean stories had origin different from other 
myths. This they will not slow attempt; and Dr. 
Tayler Lewis, able discussion the Chaldean Deluge, 
which ought rescued from the columns the New York 
Times, which now lost, has indicated what would 
the direction the argument. 


ARTICLE II. 


TWO ISAIAHS, ONE? 


REV. WILLIAM HENRY COBB, UXBRIDGE, MASS. 


subject the unity the Book Isaiah may 
discussed purely philological question. One the 
advantages this method that brings the controversy 
arena common all parties. There exists present, 
scholars the authorship chapters (to say 
nothing certain portions chapters and 
cannot doubted that much ammunition has been wasted 
either side the failure the parties come 
decisive action this common arena. When, for example, 
Christian believer takes the ground that inasmuch the 
New Testament ascribes Isaiah passages from the disputed 
chapters, will defend the integrity the book all 
hazards, plain that the mere can never dislodge 
him from that position. has intrenched himself behind 
rampart which (from the stand-point philology simply) 
would called theological bias. When, the other 
hand, unbeliever asserts priori that impossible for 
writer who died one hundred and fifty years before the 
Babylonian captivity have made that period his present, 
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and sustained the assumed part with entire verisimilitude, 
through twenty-seven chapters prophecy, this unbeliever 
perfectly secure behind his anti-theological bias. Philology 
may present evidence, the case before us, favoring either 
the unity diversity authorship; but philology deals 
with probabilities, and her weapons are not strong enough 
carry either the opposing fortresses. Each army stands 
impregnable ground, and neither can conquer the other. 
The present Article does not propose compare the respec- 
tive strength these intrenchments, but (after the manner 
the so-called later Isaiah) invite all parties the open 
field for trial arms. Whether the two main portions 
now call the Book Isaiah resemble each other 
language and style indicate that they came from the 
same hand, differ point the contrary conclusion, 
matter discussed with little solicitude for conse- 
quences though were question Sanscrit Norse 
literature. When, however, speak investigation 
point language and style, are coupling simple subject 
with very complex one. Men excellent judgment and 
undoubted candor differ radically questions style 
that soon comparison this basis between the first 
and second Isaiah suggested find them fortifying again, 
All agree, true, that there are great differences style 
between the last twenty-seven chapters and the residue the 
book; but while one party considers these too great 
consistent with the theory Isaian authorship, the other 
party accounts for them supposing the prophet have 
written the last section his old age, not intending for 
oral delivery, and pointing out similar differences style 
between the chapters acknowledged genuine. Occa- 
sionally writer will appear unconsciously both sides 
this dispute; Ewald, who maintains diversity style 
between the two sections, and consequently authorship, 
but who makes the chief distinctive characteristic the 
great Unnamed identical with that which had previously 
assigned Isaiah. obvious that the subject before 


282 TWO ISAIAHS, ONE April, 


settled soon. question style largely question 
‘taste and sentiment; accuse one’s adversary utter 
lack critical feeling, inability appreciate either re- 
semblances differences, easy; much easier than 
invent stylometer for determining how far author may 
differ from himself without loss personal identity. Not 
rest the familiar dictum, gustibus non est disputan- 
dum, worth while inquire whether the dispute not 
more likely reach satisfactory conclusion confined 
the language the documents question. grant 
once that the enumeration author’s vocabulary more 
gives the full expression his thought than the 
lation bones and muscles gives living man. But 
something must granted the other side. All will agree 
that language far from being constant quantity. 
every literature the vocabulary one age differs both from 
that which precedes and from that which follows it. Words 
being the current coin the realm, some pieces become 
worn handled only antiquaries, others are from 
time time struck newly from the mint. Moreover, one 
and the same period different writers vary widely the 
extent their vocabulary, just some citizens are richer 
than others. The language author thus becomes 
some degree him. the Isaian controversy 
much use has been made this fact both sides; lists 
words and phrases peculiar each section are massed upon 
the negative, and offset parallelisms the process remind- 
ing the famous Hebraist and Purist controversy re- 
specting the Greek the New Testament. the 
American edition Smith’s Bible Dictionary mentions the 
proportions which the array linguistic 
evidence proof diversity authorship has grown 
within century, and takes refuge, like the Darwinians, 
the imperfection the record; the meagreness extant 
Hebrew literature. But not this somewhat weak appeal 
our ignorance? Would not serve the cause truth 
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better welcome all such patient investigations, and in- 
quire whether there may not sufficient evidence the 
other side, despite the imperfect record, establish the 
unity Isaiah linguistic grounds? Such 
far appears, has never been thoroughly prosecuted. 

About two years ago, the present writer made verbal 
examination Isa. xl. 1-11, noting agreements and dis- 
agreements with the earlier chapters. Becoming interested 
the work, went prepare from the Concordance 
Hebrew index chapters which not only were 
references given chapter and verse both parts Isaiah, 
but all the authorities for each word were indicated 
classes, plan presently mentioned. Exception was 
made proper names, and also words common all 
periods valueless for the purpose designed. 
attempt was made summarize results till the index.was 
finished the writer being ready follow the light wher- 
ever might lead. The more important these results, 
thus ascertained, are given herewith. 

The next step was through the Concordance 
Mecum) page page, and gather the eight following 
the whole number words the language (exclusive only 
proper names); number occurring the first part 
Isaiah; number the second part; number common 
both whole number used the prophets; number the 
earlier prophets number the later number prophet 
except the second part Isaiah. The number words 
each page was verified, counting twice opposite di- 
rections, and the addition all the tabulated columns was 
proved like manner. solid basis was thus gained, 
hoped, for scientific comparison between the two vocabu- 
laries question. 

But several objections once present themselves against 
the value such results. will claimed, for example, 
that this method assumes the unity and genuineness 
Isaiah throughout, while large portions these 


chapters are suspected. 
XXXVIII. No. 150. 
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Reply modern critics suspect less than fifth part the 
thirty-nine chapters hence these portions cannot much affect 
our results, unless draw our parallels from them too 
great proportion which will found not the case. 
sides, should put them the same category with chapters 
the theory Isaian unity would gain much 
would lose; for should then obliged note 
resemblances between these suspected portions and those 
admitted genuine. not put them the same 
category with the latter chapters, because there such 
manifest unity these fragments that section, and 
because far less has been said, and fewer critics united, 
support the view that the detached portions are spurious, 
than support later Isaiah for the last twenty-seven 
chapters. proves that the historical Isaiah was not the 
author chapters these earlier portions may deserve 
separate examination was the author the above 
section, one will deny that wrote the fragments also. 

may objected again, that, the Vade Mecum, 
Chaldee words are mingled with the Hebrew, and thus 
undue prominence given the vocabulary the later 
writers. 

Reply: while these words ought given any full 
presentation the Old Testament vocabulary, they are quite 
indecisive the question before us. Their absence from 
chapters would prove nothing the author’s 
identity with Isaiah, for the language Ezekiel, who wrote 
Babylon during the Captivity, from them, while 
that Jeremiah, who remained Jerusalem, contains 
them the dozen. 

One more objection may well met now. that 
know really very little about the age any Old Testa- 
ment documents the form now have them. The latest 
critics claim that all the historical books were revised and 
their phraseology altered late least the time Ezra. 

Reply: not even the foremost adherents the school 
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have become established science. One incidental result 
this Article, believed, will confirm the justice 
the classification periods which was adopted provisionally 
the outset the writer’s investigations. Accuracy not 
claimed for this grouping the Old Testament writers into 
classes, but may serve some good purpose paving the 
way for better division. 

Let then designate the first four books the Bible 
class say nothing about their author (or authors) 
nor about their date; all claim that these books 
resemble each other language that they may form class 
themselves. Omitting Deuteronomy for the present, 
find new section possessing marked resemblances, extend- 
ing from Joshua Samuel, inclusive with this group 
the two first books Psalms, and call the whole, class 
The third class, comprises most the prophets, viz. 
Isaiah Jeremiah, Hosea also the 
two books Kings, Proverbs, Lamentations, and the third 
book Psalms. Another class embraces the books com- 
monly allowed latest composition name them 
the order the English Bible): Chronicles Esther, 
Psalms (fifth book), Song Solomon,: Ezekiel, Daniel, 
Haggai Malachi. This leaves few books form 
class themselves, viz. Deuteronomy, Job, Psalms (fourth 
book), Ecclesiastes, and Isaiah rule, those 
critics who would assign early origin one these 
would say the same all; others would give them all 
late date. Hence this may called the doubtful class 
and since the letter stands for doubtful, and also for 
Deuteronomy, while stands for Ezekiel, Ezra, and Esther, 
will help the memory call the class before class 
and the previous one, class This classification may for 
what worth; has least the merit convenience 
when one wishes group roughly periods large number 
occurrences any word. The number times the word 
appears each class placed above the letter small 
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carefully discriminate between this theoretical division and 
the facts about stated. 

The problem before see whether the latter section 
Isaiah can taken out class and assigned, acccord- 
ing the evidence, either these being the only 
two classes embracing prophetical books; whether the 
balance evenly poised that must leave the work 
found it. For the sake brevity will henceforth 
designate the author Isaiah the term and 
the author Isaiah the term Does be- 
one out 6226 words (exclusive proper names) the 
Hebrew Bible, employs 1828. Many these are pecu- 
liar himself; but most them occur other writers 
all periods. Now even and are the same, 
should means expect their vocabularies the 
for writer uses the same words different occa- 
sions. If, for example, were take the thirty-nine 
chapters and divide them two, should find 
decided difference the words the two halves (the third 
chapter alone containing numerous 
should find, however, enough marked resemblances words 
justify assigning both parts the same author. 
parity reasoning, and are one, ought find 
their vocabularies different, and yet more nearly alike than 
the average agreement between and other writers. Can 
ascertain that average? Apparently easy task. 
The figures just given show that, speak round num- 
bers, out every ten words the language, uses three. 
open the Concordance random, and count ten words, 
about three them average will found the first 
Isaiah. The writer employs all 1311 words. has 
connection with should expect find about three 
tenths these words A’s vocabulary. 

But can gain closer approximation than this, for 
whoever is, does have some connection with 
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least prophet. Now the vocabulary the prophets un- 
doubtedly differs from that the narrative portions, and 
from that the ought therefore compare B’s 
words not with the entire language but with that portion 
used the prophets, and this would permit our nameless 
use greater fraction A’s words without the sus- 
picion any intercourse between them. The difference 
not great many would suppose between the words found 
the prophets and the whole number the former comprise 
4176 words; two thirds the whole. have then the 

The fourth term expresses the average number 
words which would found selecting 1311 words ran- 
dom from the prophets. Bearing mind now that the 
prophets Ezekiel, Daniel, Haggai, Zechariah, and Malachi 
with them, that his vocabulary would contain fewer A’s 
words than the average; however belongs class 
would use more than the average. Let now differen- 
this problem more precisely. 

From the 4176 words used the prophets must first 
deduct 194 which are found (among the prophets) only 
this leaves 8982 words used other prophets. 2868 
these, count, occur the prophets before the Captivity. 
Deduct this last number from the one preceding, and 
have 1114 words the later prophets and not the earlier. 
The whole number the later prophets, count, 2491; 
from this take the previous number, and have remain- 
der 1377, which the number words common both 
classes. thus appears that about per cent the words 
found the later prophets are also found the earlier. 
wrote Babylon the time Cyrus, ought 
find about half his words among the earlier prophets. 
Or, stating again the rule three: 2491 1311 1374: 
724. That is, the whole number words the later 
prophets the whole number the assumed additional 
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one, that part the first term found the earlier 
prophets that part the second term which should 
found the earlier prophets. Once more; what portion 
these 724 words, scattered through the earlier prophets, 
would found the single book have termed 
ought somewhat the proportion which A’s vocab- 
ulary bears that all the earlier prophets. Hence, 2868: 
1828 724: 474. This result agrees with our expectations 
before stated; the average coincident words reduced 
100 when confine our attention the 
then there any virtue averages, may presume that 
case belongs class from 400 550 his words 
will found (the average being 474); the number 
common both much exceeds our former average 574 

Now not little curious that the 1311 words B’s 
vocabulary, there are, actual count, just 474 which are 
not found the remainder, 837, being common both. 
This latter figure largely excess what would nec- 
essary establish improbability that our nameless author 
flourished the time the Captivity the improbability, 
far this line argument goes, becomes overwhelming. 
taking the above supposition, have been led con- 
clusion which numerically contradicted the facts. 
lay stress, however, upon the this 
is, course, only coincidence, though very singular one. 
The main point the decided reversal the proportions 
expected; our hypothesis comes out reductio absurdum. 
How it, now, with the other hypothesis? Suppose 
longs the earlier period prophetic literature; how many 
his words should look for A’s vocabulary? Since 
himself belongs the same period can answer this 
means single proportion. the whole number 
words the early prophets the whole number 
that portion the first term found that portion 
the second term which should found 2868: 
1311 1828 839, the number words ought find 
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common both parts our Isaiah. second coin- 
cidence, entirely independent the first, and pointing 
the same conclusion. While almost equally remarkable 
itself, becomes really startling when compared with that 
before ascertained. When the writer obtained these results, 
could scarcely convince himself that there was not some 
reciprocal relation between the two something 
like the expressions one which necessarily 
the complement the other. Not only can such con- 
nection traced, but cannot exist, for the two sets 
results are not quite interchangeable. The first method 
gives 474 words common and and 837 peculiar 
which precisely the reverse the truth, and therefore in- 
dicates the falsity one hypothesis and the correctness 
its opposite. The second method gives 839 common and 
472 peculiar, which correct within two units, and therefore 
indicates again the truth this opposite hypothesis. The 
double coincidence has ten-fold the force which would belong 
either the single coincidences; like the fixing 
geographical point the intersection its latitude with its 
longitude. both resemblances and diversities between 
and find just what should expect the latter 
lived before the Captivity, and just what should not ex- 
pect lived during after that period. 

Let not forget, however, that philology deals only with 
probabilities. Those who hold that the writer was con- 
temporary with Cyrus have three possible replies. 

First may have consciously imitated the language 
This has often been said the progress the controversy 
but view the fact now discovered that would have 
been obliged imitate that language just enough, and vary 
from just enough, correspond with the average not 
his own class but class this position can hardly main- 
tained with sincerity any candid mind. must take its 
place with the exploded theory that Mark wrote abridg- 
ment Matthew. The second reply more 
may have been familiar with the prophecies fed 
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his soul upon them, that his very vocabulary became uncon- 
sciously saturated with them to.such degree that the great 
majority his words are identical with A’s, while con- 
siderable fraction are not. But the prophet 
original writer for this hypothesis saturation. This 
not weapon taken from the forbidden arsenal style 
the prosaic method counting has shown that out his 
1311 words, 194 are found other prophet. Add 
these the 837 found Isaiah (A), and there remains only 
about fifth part which could either have borrowed from 
the other prophets who preceded him, and the two three 
who were his contemporaries (if call him prophet the 
exile), transmitted the two three who followed him. 
shall presently find that must have become saturated 
not only with the words single prophet, but with the 
entire literature period that his language minutely 
characteristic, not only but the ten prophets from 
Hosea Jeremiah, while distinctly fails charac- 
teristic his own era. From the stand-point philology 
simply, easier believe that writer has taken his sub- 
ject hundred and fifty years into the future, keeping his 
vocabulary the present, than that has treated subject 
present interest with vocabulary hundred and fifty 
years old. light thing the substance (the thought) 
down ten degrees; miracle the shadow (the 


-word) return backward ten degrees. need not spend 


time upon the third reply, which would account for the ver- 
bal resemblances between and similarity their 
subjects, modes thought, points view, etc., for the ap- 
parent dissimilarity these respects precisely what has 
started modern scholars upon the quest later Isaiah. 
least, philology need allege other motive. 

will now needful (and perhaps more agreeable the 
reader) abandon the mere grouping numbers, and occupy 
ourselves with the words themselves. Obviously, the fewer 
times word used different writers, the more impor- 
tant for our purpose. The commonest words lan- 
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guage, being used all ages, give clue the date 
any but some forgotten English poet were ex- 
humed to-day, might easily assigned, his use rare 
words, the age Milton, Pope, Cowper. such 
discussions the present should ever remembered that 
but the most valuable words for this examination are those 
occurring and just once elsewhere. There are fifty 
words, given the following table. 


TABLE 
Words found only once, except Isaiah 
(1) Isa. lviii. Ex. xxi. 
(2) xlvii. Zeph. ii. 
(3) xli. Ex. xxiv. 
(4) xliii. 28; li. Zeph. ii. 
(13) Ixv. Sam. vii. 
(17) liv. Ezek. xxvii. 
(18) xliii. Prov. vi. 
(21) 12. Lev. xxvi. 
(23) li. Judges iv. 
(24) Ixvi. Amos vi. 
(26) lv. Isa. vii. 
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(27) Isa. xl. Ex. xv. 
(30) lix. Job viii. 
(32) xl. 29; Nah. iii. 
(36) Ixvi. Num. xxi. 
(39) xliv. 16, Sam. ii. 
(45) Ivii. Ezek. xxvii. 
(48) xlix. Isa. xxxv. 
(49) Ixvi. Isa. iii. 
(50) li. 17, Ps. 


Arranging this last column the order the English 
Bible, and following, fairness requires, the common divi- 
sion the Psalter into five books, group the fifty words 
follows: 

Jeremiah Lamentations Ezekiel Amos1, Nahum 
Zephaniah Haggai 

Or, distributing classes, already explained: 19, 

thus appears that about half these rarest words occur 
class and only tenth part class These two 
classes are nearly equal extent. Hebrew Bible con- 
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tains pages. Class occupies 286 pages, 248, 352, 
158, and 339. The point noticed now that every 
writer must use language intelligible the people his 
own time. The rarest words any one age soon become 
obsolete time moves on; not even reverence for sacred 
books can keep them current. impassioned preacher 
our day would not use, unless formal quotation, such 
know nothing against himself). The more 
thoroughly was saturated with the Bible, the more careful 
likely, then, that these fifty rarest words our unknown 
per cent should found class and only per 
cent class the writer belonged the latter class? 
course possible, but philology deals with probabilities, 
and has already raised high probability that 
classed under Can identify him with any the 
prophets known belong this these Jeremiah 
uses two the words our table (besides two more the 
Lamentations), Zephaniah three, Amos and Nahum one each, 
Isaiah (A) seven. The three correspondences Zephaniah 
become important, in. view the shortness that prophecy 
but Zephaniah famous for reproducing the ideas and lan- 
guage his predecessors. borrows especially from Isaiah, 
glance the margin our English Bible will show 
the resemblance much closer the Hebrew. Now 
certainly remarkable that each these three correspon- 
dences not only single word the same, but similar 
thoughts are expressed. One the two must quoting 
from the other. Where did Zephaniah find the word 
common, but occurs with paragogic only the 
texts cited. says, Hear now this, thou that art given 
pleasures, that dwellest carelessly, that sayest thine 
heart, and there none beside desolation 
shall come upon thee suddenly.” Zephaniah says: This 
the rejoicing city that dwelt carelessly, that said her 
heart, am, and there none beside mc; how she 
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become desolation.” not plain which these 
taken from the other? One can almost see the quotation 
marks. also, the Hebrew, the parallelism be- 
tween Isa. xlii. and Zeph. 14; notice, too, the coupling 
common with the rare word the same meaning and 
the same order, Isa. li. and Zeph. ii. The 
then, stands thus: the book now call Isaiah, seven 
words occur parts and and nowhere else 
the Hebrew Bible. These are not found quotations, 
but independently. Three more words occur part once 
each Zephaniah, and nowhere else the Hebrew Bible. 
found Zephaniah they are apparently reminiscences 
moreover, Zephaniah who lived before the exile quotes 
largely from the writers and must have been 
(to say the least) very intimately connected. The two cor- 
respondences Jeremiah are quite obscured the Author- 
ized Version, but interesting the original; let the careful 
student determine Jeremiah also has not quoted these 
ideas from our nameless 

will now said, perhaps, that the language the 
writer may after all belong the time the Captivity 
may found that majority his rare words occur that 
period, though they not happen met with once only. 
this hypothesis true should expect find greater 
B’s rare words class alone than class 
alone. therefore subject our author this new test. 
needless, probably, take space give chapter and 
verse for the parallels, which can easily ascertained from 
the Concordance. 

TABLE 


Words (not Table I.) found only one class out Isaiah with the 
number their occurrences. 


(1) Isa. xlii. and 
(2) xlii and 

(4) xlix. and 


(6) 19; lv. and 


min (7) Isa. xlvii. and 
(8) xl. 29; and 
(9) xliv. xlv. and 
(10) xl. and 
(13) liv. and 
(15) xliv. and 
(18) Ixvi. and 
(19) xliv. and 
(21) xlv. and 
(23) xl. and 
(24) xli. and 
(25) xlii. xliii. and 
(26) Ixvi. and 
max (28) and 
(29) li. 14; and 
(34) xliv. 13, and 
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analysis this table gives the following result. 
class except The smallest instead the largest number 
class count the whole number occurrences, 
Taking out the the remainder are distributed 
tables find that the rarest words (aside from 
has 14, just sixth, far greater number 
than any other writer, while there are only the whole 


246 TWO ISAIAHS, ONE April, 


class That is, nearly twice many these rarest words 
Class alone embraces more than half the 84; classes 
and which almost belong together, have two thirds 
them. wrote the time the Captivity, his style 
must have been remarkably antiquated. 

With one more remark, will leave this list speak 
for itself. that one these words, found only 
and and would have been given Table but that 
occurs instead once course its probative 
force much increased this repetition; belongs with 
the previous list, showing that there are eight instead 
seven words the Hebrew Bible found both parts our 
present Isaiah, and nowhere else. Four five such coinci- 
dences would have formed mean link between the parts; 
every additional one more than doubles the evidence unity. 
eight-fold cord will perhaps resist even the diremptive 
power our modern exegetical Sampsons. But the tes- 
sual words What the preponderance among the 
rest should belong class although many the same 
words belong some other class too, and are hence excluded 
from the table just given? address ourselves next 
that question. 


TABLE III. 


Words found only two classes out Isaiah with the number 
their occurrences. 


(8) Ixv. and a}, 
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(11) 
(12) 
(13) 

(16) 
(18) 

(19) 
(20) 
(21) 
(22) 
(24) 
(25) 
(26) 
(28) 
(29) 
(30) 
(31) 
(33) 
(34) 
(36) 
(37) 
Iv. 
(40) 
(41) 
(42) 
(47) 
(49) 
(50) 
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xl. 28, 30, 31; xliv. and 

xlii. and (A?) 

lx. 21; lxi. and c}, 

xlix. 24, and 
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(52) 
(53) 
(54) 
(55) 
(59) 
(60) 
(61) 
(62) 
(66) 
(67) 
(68) 
(73) 
(74) 
(76) 
(77) 
(78) 
(79) 
(80) 
(81) 
(82) 
(83) 


(84) 
(85) 


xlv. and 


lix. 18, and 

li. and a}, 

xliv. 23; xlix. 13; 
and 

xlii.5; xliv. xlviii. 19; 
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mow (94) xlii. and 


twice the number words, since each word appears two 
classes. should not surprise that larger proportion 
words than hitherto found the class for each word 
the table must used if, for 
example, writer has employed it, might 
writer the Captivity the Return. The 
cant fact that few B’s uncommon words are any 
way characteristic that period. Our previous lists gave 
only eight 84. Now should concede the entire class 
the time there would yet only three out the 
words Table III. which have arisen that age, 
viz. numbers 28, 46, and 56. The remaining words are 
Babylon demands that out these 182 rarest words 
Aeyoueva apart), only eleven most, and probably fewer, are 
peculiar his own and subsequent times, while 128 them 
are entirely absent. Whatever test apply this theory, 
fails. 

may asked why not examine the 
The reply that would needless task, and 
one involving great uncertainties. Disputes might arise 
every step respecting the significance parallel words the 
cognate languages, and respecting the value these. parallel- 
isms evidence. Let the objector rather assail the 
ground have chosen. 


Turning the Isaian theory, find con- 
XXXVIII. No. 150, 
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firmed, usual, Table Three fourths all the 
words are class and forty per cent that number are 
alone, whose pages comprise only one eighth part 
the division Nor this all. Some these rare words 
are found several times each, which shows that 
uses favorite words the former. See Nos. The 
first these not little remarkable, and forms another 


close link between and Were the two Isaiahs twin 


will carry the evidence only one step farther. The 
remainder B’s words must comprise those used four 
more times, and three more classes outside his own 
prophecy. The epithet rare course merely relative, in- 
cluding words greater less frequency the option 
the compiler. has seemed best fix the limit this case 
fifteen words, also omit the detailed tabular list, owing 
its great length, and leave the zealous student dig the 
mine for himself. The following statement, however, may 
relied with perfect confidence. 


SUMMARY TABLE 

Words Isaiah (not previous lists) found from four fifteen 

times, 

Whole 196, 118, 162, 115, 122, Number 
78. 

Class increases still, and includes larger fraction the 
whole, because each these words must least three 
classes out five. Still but little over the average 
has per cent, the whole, while class 
has per cent, nearly half these that eighth part 
which constitutes will not detain the reader pres- 
ent examination the many interesting points pre- 
sented single words this list. have given evidence 
enough prove, unbiased mind, that our assumed proph- 


ets and are mutually convertible, being both identical with’ 


the great prophet Isaiah, whose authorship the sixty- 
six chapters which have borne his name for least two 
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thousand years can successfully maintained not only 
traditional but also linguistic grounds. Philology takes 
the following well-known critical Canon Hitzig, and merely 
inserting three words brackets, turns against its author. 

That time, those time relations, out which [the vocab- 
ulary of] prophetic writer explained are his time, his 
time relations that time referred, the date 
his own existence.” 


Since the above was type, the writer has decided 
(at the suggestion eminent Hebrew scholar) work 
over the above tables, show what results would fol- 
low arrangement more accordance with the views 
those who reject the unity Isaiah. For the classification 
now proposed, however, the writer alone responsible 
given anticipate criticisms from the quarter indicated. 

will, then, divide the books the Old Testament into 
seven groups, instead five. Classes and remain be- 
fore; confined the prophets before the Captivity, viz. 
Isaiah Hosea Zephaniah comprises only the prophets 
the Captivity and the Return, viz. Ezekiel, Haggai, Zech- 
ariah, and Malachi. Jeremiah and Daniel are relegated 
the doubtful class, also the books Proverbs and Lamenta- 
tions. The two books Kings with Psalms comprise 
class There remain for class Esther, 
Psalms v., and Canticles. The words peculiar Jeremiah 
and Daniel having been ascertained from the Vade Mecum, 
and deducted from the whole number the earlier and later 
prophets, this last reduced 1071. The average 
Isaian words looked for classes and (by alter- 
ing our previous proportion) now rises 823. Since the 
book Jeremiah alone greater extent than the new 
class and since both Jeremiah and Daniel contain numer- 
ous Chaldee words, while has none, the above average 
comes very near that which actually obtains the ex- 
cess the latter being fourteen words. All the more signi- 
ficant, then, the fact that when confine our attention 
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the four later prophets above-mentioned the average again 
reduced nearly 100, viz. 732. impossible, there- 
fore, upon the ground diction, class the writer with 
Ezekiel, Haggai, Zechariah, and Malachi, refuse class 
him with the earlier prophets. Even more our purpose 
the evidence from the rarest words actually used 
according the new tables. The summaries are follows: 


TABLE 
Words occurring and only one class elsewhere. 

(This includes our former tables and Whole num- 

estimate this result must have before the number 
pages the new divisions, follows: 286; 248; 
127; 203. That is, among these rarest words, aver- 

The prophet must belong either but his rarest 
words, thus find, occur more than four times often 
constitutes 

TABLE 
Words occurring and only two classes elsewhere. 

The averages here are follows: one word pages; 

The probability from this table three one favor 
Hosea Zephaniah. The reason why class comes each 
case nearest the averages, that have placed 
Jeremiah there the fact goes confirm our first classifica- 
tion. The vocabulary seen affiliate not with 
Ezekiel, Zechariah, etc., but with Jeremiah, Hosea, etc., and 
with best all. 


a 
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TABLE IV. 


Words (not previous lists) occurring and elsewhere from four 
fifteen times all. 


Whole number, 190 196, 121, 129 155, 72, 
86, 

From this gather the proportions: one word 2.7 
pages one pages; 1.4 every page (A, 1.9 
every page); one 1.8 pages; one 1.5 pages; 
one 1.7 pages; one 2.4 pages. 

against Hosea Zephaniah. Combining these three 
tables find that out the 352 rarest words Isaiah 
88, exactly fourth, are met with among the prophets 
whose company modern scholarship wishes assign this 
while 175 these words (one less than half), 
occur among the prophets with whom tradition places 


four these words every five pages; the earlier, two 
every page has five every two pages. Modern philol- 
ogy seems therefore harmonize well with ancient tradition. 
Let remembered that these final results fall far below 
those which ourselves claim; they are given, however, 
from benevolent motive. wish spare our opponents 
the task toiling through the Concordance make these 
new lists, the worse alternative guessing the outcome 
such process. wish show them, too, that even 
when take their own ground, can establish the integ- 
rity Isaiah with high degree probability. 

The reader who has taken pains follow this Article 
through, will please observe that differs from previous 
attempts the same kind quantitative determination 
Chemistry differs from mere qualitative one. the next 
number the Bibliotheca Sacra, the Hebrew index referred 
page 233 will given, with the two classifications 
this Note and the body the Article, thus 
bringing the evidence full within reach all who may like 
investigate the subject. 


him 112 being found Isaiah The later prophets have 
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ARTICLE III. 


THE SABBATH: DID THE EARLY FATHERS HOLD THAT 
THE FOURTH COMMANDMENT ABOLISHED? 


REV. WILLIAM LOVE, D.D., SOUTH HADLEY, MASS. 


Havine shown from the apostolic and succeeding fathers 
the primitive era that the Christians their time kept 
sacred the first day the week, and did not regard the 
seventh day binding for holy observance, come 
third and more difficult question: Did the early fathers 
teach that setting aside the seventh day involved, form 
substance, the abrogation the fourth commandment 
Two parties opinion here come distinctly before us. One 
party made two divisions, which one says that the 
fourth commandment form that the Scrip- 
tures teach, and the fathers also. The other division, not 
going far, says that the early fathers did not found the 
observance the first day the fourth commandment, 
and cannot; and that substance that command not 
force, except analogically its there was 
sacred seventh day the old dispensation, and there 
another the new. The second party holds that prop- 
erly can base the observance the Lord’s day the fourth 
commandment; but are disposed confess that have 
despite the views and testimony the early fathers. 
They consequence claim that the patristical writings 
this subject are not trustworthy, since they stand adverse, 
they think, the doctrine the Christian Sabbath de- 
pending the fourth command. They confess, even many 
the most intelligent men the Sabbath question confess, 
that this one respect patristical evidence, the cause 
sacred Sabbath weak. The two parties understand the 
fathers alike this respect, wholly reiecting any sacred 
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day based the fourth commandment. But, while one 
party understands them the detriment the command, 
the other understands them the detriment the fathers 
themselves. not fully agree with either party, but 
believe that the true apprehension the language the 
fathers casts detriment either themselves the com- 
mand, and entirely consistent with Christian Sabbath 
founded both the command and the teaching and example 
the apostles, which the teaching Jesus Christ. 

Dr. Hessey says, The early church never appealed the 
fourth commandment ground for observing 
Again, says that none the early refer 
the fourth commandment, God’s rest after the creation, 
for the sanctions the Lord’s Dr. Hopkins, 
Auburn Theological Seminary, says, neither Christ nor his 
apostles, nor the primitive fathers taught that the fourth 
commandment was moral and permanent 
The recently published volume, entitled Sabbath Essays,” 
the Massachusetts Sabbath Conventions one its arti- 
cles says: Paul, think, must believe, gave his pagan 
converts command keep the first day the week 
sabbath the law. Nor put any such relation, far 
aware, any teacher the Christian church the 
early Reply: These statements, even though 
wholly true, are only negatives. Any number these would 
fail equal one positive. These authors not affirm that 
the early fathers declared the fourth commandment abol- 
ished, yet they lean towards that conclusion. They imply, 
least the first two authors imply, that since the fathers did 
not undertake found the Christian Sabbath the fourth 
commandment, may not. But that conclusion think 
not warranted. The fathers may not have brought this 
precise point under their investigation, except few them 
isolated instances. Their circumstances may not have led 
them so. They may not have known much this 


Sunday, 203. pp. 53, 54. 
Pittsburgh Evangelical Alliance Address. Sabbath Essays, 227. 
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particular question ought know. The author the 
article Sabbath Essays” just referred to, wisely says 
the fathers: are better position than were they 
see the true relations the new economy the 
consequence this truth claim that may base the 
observance the Lord’s day the fourth commandment, 


though the Christian teachers the early centuries did not. 


expect show that would have been unnatural for 
them so, though natural for us. 

But some farther, and say that the fathers taught that 
the fourth commandment actually abolished. Dr. Hop- 
kins says: The universal sentiment the early Christian 
church was that the fourth commandment had been abro- 
gated law, together with the rest the Jewish ritual 
which From this dissent, and expect 

The early fathers, rejecting the seventh-day sabbath 
their time did not discard the moral elements the original 
Sabbath, nor the septennial proportional positive element, 
but only the septennial ordinal positive time That 
is, their question debate was, whether the seventh day 
the first should kept sacred. Yet, not much whether 
the first should be, for that was general assumed and de- 
clared, but whether the seventh was still binding. Now, 
were possible for them have that simple question 
mind,— what really pertained the ordinal time element,— 
without the same time discussing whether one tenth part 
the decalogue was abolished. They might even, ap- 
pealing referring the fourth commandment, 
merely show that did not require unalterable observance 
the seventh that God was not inconsistent with 
himself causing the seventh set aside and the 
first kept; that the sacredness the seventh day was 
not such that could not cancelled. They might discuss 
question without discussing whether the whole fourth 


Sabbath Essays, 230. Pittsburgh Address. 
See Bib. Sac., Vol. xxxvii. pp. 164, 430, 431, 434, 435. 
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commandment its entire length and breadth were abro- 
and that claim was the phase the discussion. 
Had they contended that the fourth commandment was ahol- 
ished they would have had far more opposition than they 
did, and the discussions preserved us, and even the mere 
allusions the subject would show it. The Christians that 
age, holding the sacredness the Old Testament they 
did, could not have maintained themselves against the Jews 
and Judaizing Christians they had been understood 
hold and teach that one tenth part the decalogue was 
stricken out. 

But many the allusions this subject the early 
fathers occur their addresses pagan rulers 
ophers, which they speak the Christian custom and rule 
keeping Sunday the Lord’s day. And all that was 
said them there was occasion involve more than the 
ordinal time element. They had with the pagans reason 
farther back for their authority than the apostles and 
Christ. And that same authority, near hand, and 
thoroughly even all Judaizing Christians, was 
their all-sufficient appeal. Jesus had risen from the dead 
thenceforth the day was sacred; that was enough; there 
was occasion their minds get authority from the 
decalogue. Hence, their references the fourth command- 
ment were rebutting objections, and were generally 
always this the obligation keep the seventh 
day can remitted. And that simple question touches 
only the ordinal time element, and does not involve the 
question whether what God gave his law Mount Sinai, 
written tables stone, were one tenth part effaced. 
With quite different. The early fathers looked back 
only few years for their authority. One more them 
had touched the hands apostle; with others there was 
only one between themselves and him. But the best 
must look back nearly two thousand years. Looking thus 
more than half way Sinai, our minds inevitably demand 


that look Sinai itself. Having visible personal 
XXXVIII. No. 150. 
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authority, the earlier ‘the fathers had, nor any with 
only one two generations between them and it, others 
the fathers had, and being obliged rest written testi- 
mony and authority, necessarily demand all that can 
had. And therefore Christians this day summon not 
only Christ’s resurrection and the apostles’ teaching and 
example, but they instinctively demand also Sinai’s law. 
Besides, they cannot bear admit that the moral law 
given Jehovah, any its elements wherever found, 
abolished. Times and seasons and dispensations may 
change,-but the intuitive feeling is, that moral truth 
law never repealed. These things say, not 
accepted without proofs, but preparatory right un- 
derstanding the fathers the question whether dis- 
carding the seventh day they discarded also the fourth 
commandment. 

was assumed all the early Christians, that their 
first Lord’s day was come often the seventh day 
had. effect they assumed that the septennial proportional 
time element was remain. This came intuitive deduc- 
tions and divine assumptions, and therefore was not debated. 
They also assumed that their sacred day was devoted 
sacred, devotional and sacred, 
poses. The modern view some, that keeping every day 
alike (Rom. xiv. involved special observance the 
Lord’s day not only had favor, but seems have had 
scarcely thought from the fathers. The more reliable 
commentators, Ellicott,! agree that the 
Pauline reference Romans, which have just referred, 
pertains only Judaistic ceremonial days. And since the 
fathers, far back the apostolic era, have 
undividedly agree the observance the Lord’s day, 
they could have had sympathy with the thought keep- 
ing day all, all days the same. 


Com. Gal. iv. (Am. ed.). Com. Rom. xiv. 
Com. Gal. iv. 10, and his reference Origen. 
Bibliotheca Sacra, Vol. xxxvii. pp. 662-679. 
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adequate conception this subject can obtained 
without view the seventh-day Sabbath was generally 
regarded and observed the Jews the patristic era. 
Jesus made various corrections abuses the Sabbath, but 
are not understand that those reforms widely prevailed 
among the Jewish people that age, that the Christians, 
even, far adopted them have all their 
and practices immediately corrected. 

The Rabbinical doctors still taught, and the still 
believed, the strangest absurdities respecting Sabbath dese- 
The Rabbins enumerated thirty-nine principal pro- 
hibited works, each having its long list secondary sub- 
ordinate works, performing any one which was violation 
the Sabbath. The principal were such 
sowing, reaping, threshing, grinding, healing, hunting, bearing 
burdens, etc. Hence, teachers and people general still 
believed unlawful heal sick man (John 16) 
lose crippled woman from her bonds (Luke xiii. 14) 
the Sabbath; unlawful for the healed one carry light 
cushion which had been resting, went his home 
(John 10); unlawful the Sabbath pick head wheat 
and shell the hand appease hunger, for that would 
both reaping and threshing; unlawful walk the 
grass, for the bruising the tender leaves would kind 
grinding unlawful wear shoes with nails them, for 
that would bearing burden, and violation, they 
said, the divine precept Neh. unlawful carry 
any burden, except upon both shoulders instead upon one, 
the former rendering the task light that would not really 
burden unlawful carry water any animal, for that 
would bearing burden, though fill trough 
with water and lead the animal watering (Luke xiii. 15), 
for then the animal would carry the unlawful put 
ointment plaster diseased eye for the purpose 
healing it, though allowable allay the unlaw- 
ful, the Essenes held, remove dish any vessel out 


Jennings Jewish Antiquities, Vol. ii. 157. 
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its place or, one class Samaritans held, remove 
one’s self the seventh day from the place posture 
which sunset found him the sixth 

Other superstitious notions were subsequently added, some 
them the time the fathers as, animal fallen into 
ditch should not removed the Sabbath, though some 
nourishment might thrown it; one might whistle 
tune play Jew might milk his kine 
the Sabbath day, but might get another it, and then 
purchase .the the lame might use staff the Sab- 
bath, but the blind might not; one might carry money 
his purse pocket one should knock door with 
ring hammer; one might walk through stream stilts, 
for would carry the tailor must not out 
Friday afternoon with his needle fastened his raiment, lest 
forget and carry that burden the Sabbath cock 
must not have ribbon its leg, for that would carrying 
burden physician must not sent for the Sabbath 
one suffering from rheumatism must not have the afflicted 
part rubbed fomented, for that would labor; one 
must wear false tooth, for that might necessitate labor 
one catch flea while hopped about, for that would 
kind hunting and still other strictures were put upon the 
Sabbath-life, too trivial too offensive mention. 

Such was the Sabbath known both Jews and Christian 
converts from Judaism the early Christian such the 
Pharisaic Jews insisted should observed, and the Juda- 
izing Christians complained their Christian brethren they 
did not observe these circumstances were preposter- 
ous suppose that the Jewish Sabbath, known the 


Heylins’s Hist. Sab. Part chap. sec. 

Smith’s Bible Dict., 2759; also, Farrar’s Life Christ, Vol. 432. 

Respecting false tooth and tooth gold,” there were two rulings given 
passage relating one Rabbi al/owing person wear such 
tooth the other made his superiors, the wise men, forbidding woman 
wear going out her house the Sabbath, because there would 
possibility its falling out her mouth; which case she would obliged 
resort /abor order restore Sabbath, chap. vi. Rev. 
Selah Merrill, 
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fathers the early Christian era was identical with that 
the fourth commandment. was rather like the Sabbaths 
God could not away with’ the prophet’s time (Isa. 
13); was the Jewish positive, and did not contain the 
moral and holy elements which the Lord placed the Sab- 
bath the decalogue. such associations even the name 
had lost much the sweetness was originally 
designed always have. The early Christians turned with 
pleasure the new name, and new institution part, the 
Lord’s day. The existing Jewish Sabbath had become re- 
proach and after Christ and his apostles had given such 
significance the first day, were easy for earnest and 
simple believers tranfer their affections for the one 
sacred day. Especially so, when the current their thoughts 
and feelings was turning from types the antitype, and 
the Jews and Judaizing nominal Christians were more 
absorbed, and wished absorb others, with the mere outward 
and ceremonial the Sabbath, and other Jewish institu- 
tions. The fathers did not stop philosophize what they 
did, some respects they knew not what they yet, em- 
phatically, was not the Sabbath institution that they 
fully rejected, but the Sabbath ordinal day, the Jewish 
seventh-day. 

Though the fathers did not attempt philosophize this 
subject, there was philosophy their conduct. They en- 
gaged the practical question protecting the churches 
against Judaism, against the efforts some impose 
the Christian conscience superstitions, and Judaic 
institutions that had accomplished their end and passed 
away. The chief these were sacrifice, circumcision, Judaic 
feasts, and the Jewish Sabbath that time. But neither 
apostles nor fathers said aught against these until for animal 
sacrifice was substituted the blood Christ; for 
the flesh that the heart, and for baptism respect 
the seal the covenant for the Passover feast, the Lord’s 
supper, and for the Jewish seventh-day Sabbath, the Lord’s 
day. The apostolic and patristic aim was bring Christians 
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away from the old the new. Clearly, they were only Jew- 
ish institutions which they sought displace. there are 
other sabbatic elements than the merely Jewish 
have seen that there are!— those the fathers did not treat. 
All principles and institutions that are common man they 
left untouched. They opposed only they op- 
posed Judaizing. Their testimony bears this day only 
against Saturday sabbatarianism, not against the Lord’s-day 
Sabbath. Even Robertson, who says that Paul declared the 
Sabbath abrogated,” says also the apostle Paul’s teach- 
ing: “To urge the observance the Sabbath indispen- 
sable salvation, was, according him, Judaize; ‘to 
turn again the weak and beggarly elements, wherewith 
they desired course the Christian 
fathers rejected observance the seventh-day Sab- 
bath but that rejection they did not embrace the rejection 
the whole fourth commandment. must examine 
detail. 

One writer, sustain his theory the emancipation 
Christians from the fourth commandment refers 
Barnabas. This the passage from which quotes: 
saith unto them, Your new moons and 
Sabbaths cannot away with.’ Look how saith, 
‘Your present Sabbaths are not acceptable unto me, but the 
Sabbath which have made, the which, when have 
finished all things, will make the beginning the eighth 
day, which the beginning the new world.’ Wherefore, 
also, keep the eighth day unto gladness, the which 
Jesus also rose from the dead, and, after that had been 
manifested, ascended into the inference 
drawn from this Prof. Hopkins That outward 
ceremonial observance God rejected [the Sabbath]. 

Bib. Sac., Vol. xxxvii. pp. 154-173 437-459. 

Sermons (Second Series), pp. 201, 202, also (First Series), pp. 116, 118. 

(Second Series), 204. 

Prof. Hopkins, Pittsbrugh Alliance Address. 


Apostolic Fathers (Jackson and Fisher’s ed.), 97; see also, Ant. Nic. 
Lib., Vol. 128. 
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Reply: did reject the mere Isaiah’s 
time (Isa. The argument Barnabas the 
point, that God rejected the formal Jewish Sabbaths his 
own time. What says makes decision the true 
Sabbath the fourth commandment, except implication 
that the seventh day was not kept Christians. 
Another inference made is, That even under the Old 
Testament [the Sabbath] was kept holy chiefly 
symbol future good.” The Lord’s day taking 
substantially the place the Sabbath, might also sym- 


bol future good, even the heavenly rest. Barnabas. 


seems have conception that the Lord’s day, the eighth 
day,” kind Sabbath. says: But the Sabbath 
which have made,” Jackson and Fisher translate. Al- 
though the word not expressed the original, 
seems clearly implied, and have some relation 
the day,” though that took the place the Sab- 
bath the new dispensation. third inference Prof. 
Hopkins Barnabas teaches that the import the 
Sabbath the old dispensation was realized the bless- 
ings the gospel.” Reply: Not realized without one 
sacred day seven; Wherefore also keep the eighth 
From all this conclude, that since the formal Sab- 
baths Isaiah’s time did not emancipate the Jews from the 
real Sabbath the fourth commandment, the Jewish Sab- 
bath Barnabas’s time did not emancipate Christians from 
that command, except from the observance the seventh 
day. other principles that command stand unchanged. 
The direction concerning the six untouched. The 
observance proportional seventh part time unaffected, 
because that had the keeping the eighth The 
element convocation” remains, for Justin Martyr partic- 
ularly tells the public services held Christians 
The date Barnabas’s epistle conceded 
late and able editors have been within the first quarter 
the second The writer must have been living when 
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the apostle John died. His conception the Jewish Sab- 
bath that time probably accorded with the one then cur- 
rent among Christians. Therefore, his view initial and 
representative, and key may assist understanding 
others the fathers. 

Another writer has recently cited Ignatius favor the 
view that the fourth commandment was 
ward ordinance.” Yet, does not far some. 
holds that the fourth commandment revelation 
creative counsel and purpose God which have 
part well the chosen people,” that suggests uni- 
versal maxims,” still directory,” discloses permanent 
and authoritative principles, conscientiously applied 
saying that the fourth commandment was 
the old dispensation,” and still directory 
under the new. For whatever divinely directory, 
not substantially statute? There also inconsistency 
saying that that command longer literally binding,” and 
yet has, discloses, permanent and authoritative principles, 
conscientiously Where are the principles 
thus applied, except itself? And are not those prin- 
ciples moral elements And conscientiously applied, 
are they not 

The passage which quotes from Ignatius this: 
not deceived with strange doctrines, nor with old fables 
which are unprofitable. For still live according 
Jewish law acknowledge that have not received grace; 
for the divinest prophets lived according Jesus Christ. .... 
If, then, they who were conversant with ancient things came 
newness hope, longer sabbatizing, but living accord- 
ing the Lord’s [day], which also our life sprang 
him and his how can live without him? 
Therefore, having become his disciples, let learn 
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live according Christianity. ..... For Christianity did 
not believe into Judaism, but Judaism into 
Reply: The part bearing distinctly our subject this 
phrase: longer sabbatizing.” was the Jewish sab- 
batizing that age for that was which Ignatius opposed. 
That sabbatizing did not involve the whole the fourth 
commandment. was simply the keeping the seventh 
day after the Jewish manner that time. The two were not 
the same any more than vitiated part-is the whole gen- 
uine and pure thing. Therefore the passage, think, does 
not teach anything detrimental the fourth commandment, 
except that the seventh day not kept now that are 
live according the Lord’s Ignatius opposes 
the keeping the Lord’s day the keeping the seventh 
day: longer sabbatizing, but living according the 
Lord’s [day].” That fact emphatically suggests that the 
first day takes the place the seventh. And the Jewish 
vitiated seventh day that time did not absorb the whole 
the fourth commandment, far from Lord’s day 
must and does fall into the place left vacant the apostolic 
striking out the ordinal seventh part. 

The same author Sabbath Essays,” cites Justin Martyr, 
and says that nowhere alludes the Lord’s day asa 
fulfilment the Reply: was not fulfil- 
ment the original Sabbath all respects. had not the 
same ordinal time, nor the Jewish ceremonial observances 
which the Jewish economy were added after the decalogue 
was given. But, The question not what Justin did not 
teach, but what did teach. Did teach that the fourth 
commandment made void, some say, made void ex- 
cept principles,” this author believes? taught 
unless the which are not revoked, 
embrace all but the ordinal seventh-day part. did teach 
that the seventh day was longer binding, and that the first 
day was. did not analyze the elements now may 
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but what actually did taught that the seventh 
day which the Jews held that the Christians, and all, ought 
keep was longer force, was under the old dis- 
pensation. This might teach without saying holding 
that the fourth commandment was revoked, revoked ex- 
cept some What wish know is, whether 
this day may appeal the fourth commandment. 
fail see that Justin taught that cannot. 

Consider how Justin approached Christianity 
cal truth. His father and grandfather seem have been 
evidently had early instructions the Scriptures. 
studied various philosophies, found them unsatisfactory, 
learned Christ and the prophesies concerning him, and 
there found rest,? without coming into the Christian faith 
now generally through the moral law. 
pher begins preach Christ. His most vigorous and 
learned opponents are Jews, and questions about the law 
gets from them. encounters Trypho, either fact 
imagination, and debates with him. the outset, Trypho, 
counselling him, begins thus: then, you are willing 
listen me..... first circumcised, then observe what 
ordinances have been enacted with respect the Sabbath, 
and the feasts, and the new moons God and, word, 
all things which have been written the law; and then 
perhaps you shall obtain mercy from What Sab- 
bath did Trypho mean? Plainly, that which the unbelieving 
Jews then kept, and the Christians did not consider them- 
selves bound keep. Did Justin have any conception 
the equivalent the fourth commandment? were 
violence suppose it. See another jut evidence that was 
the Jewish ceremonial day. Justin says Trypho, think 
not strange that drink hot water the in- 
dicating that the Christians did not regard the ritual law for- 
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bidding fires the Sabbath, still binding. The Sabbath 
that Justin has mind all through this discussion that 
which the Jews would impose upon him. And that was 
more the real Sabbath the command than that formal and 
false one apostate Jews Isaiah’s day. 

And what was the law which Trypho had mind the 
foregoing Clearly was the ritual law: Observe 
what ordinances have been enacted with respect the Sab- 
bath, and the feasts, and the new had mind 
the fourth commandment all, was the seventh-day part 
it, which the Christians regarded set aside, which 
Paul said should with each one optional (Col. ii. 16). 
the apostle joined feasts and new moons and Sabbaths the 
same list, repeatedly did Trypho and and with 
like meaning, that rites and ceremonies, and not the 
decalogue. The only blame which Trypho casts upon the 
Christians is, Justin says: That not live after the 
law, and are not circumcised the flesh your forefathers 
were, and not observe Sabbaths you do.”2 And Try- 
pho puts the same this form: And not alter your 
mode living from the nations, that you observe festi- 
vals Sabbaths, and not have the rite circumcision 
and further, resting your hopes man that was crucified, 
you yet expect obtain some good thing from God, while 
you not obey his commandments. you not read 
that that soul shall cut off from his people who shall not 
have been circumcised the eighth both Justin’s 
and Trypho’s representations, living “after the law” was 
being circumcised, keeping feasts, and keeping Sabbaths 
and that, according Trypho, was obeying God’s com- 
mandments.” was indeed true with the Jews that day, 
practice and widely theory, that obeying the law was 
observing rites and ceremonies, and not the ten command- 
ments. pay tithe mint and anise and cummin, and 
have omitted the weightier matters the (Matt. xxiii. 
23). Trypho, referring circumcision the eighth day, 
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continues: But you, despising this covenant, rashly reject 
the consequent duties,” the duties implied the covenant 
circumcision. Continuing this strain, adds: you 
not observe the which means the ritual law. 
the next chapter Justin replies, and sets forth the new 
which takes the place old one, and quotes 
from Jeremiah the passage which the writer 
Hebrews (viii. also quotes, expounding the 
tures concerning the covenant the new dispensation. 
the same chapter speaks final which placed 
against has abrogated that which before it,” and 
calls Christ the new law, and the new covenant.”! The 
law against which Christ the eternal and final law” 
placed, only the ritual and ceremonial never placed 
against the moral, anything moral the ten command- 
ments. Justin says: law promulgated Horeb 
now old, and belongs yourselves alone,” which means 
the ritual, and not the moral law; because afterwards 
indicates that Christ’s summary the ten commandments 
was for all, and still obligatory: think that our Lord 
and Saviour Jesus Christ spoke well when summed all 
righteousness and piety two When 
Christ made that summary the fourth commandment stood 
unchanged and did Justin’s opinion when wrote, 
except that said substance that the Jewish seventh day 
was longer binding. But his first apology represents 
the Sunday services full many and sacred ever were 
those the seventh day and his Dialogue with Trypho 
shows that the day itself was sacred, because calls the 
first all the also speaks the first day 
after the Sabbath,” apparently though his mind 
some sense took the place the Sabbath, seventh day 
the commandment. Condemning the idea fulfilling the 
law God eating unleavened bread, and being pious 
being idle the speaks keeping perpet- 
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ual Sabbath,” and indicates that the office the real Sab- 
bath was breathe sacred influence and induce genuine 
holiness that would last through all the week. Then, all sin 
repented and put away, there would kept the sweet 
and true Sabbath The new dispensation not 
devoid such Sabbath, for better than the and 
the perpetual which Justin says the new law 
weekly sacred day. 

Referring Justin’s statement that the prophets taught 
the keeping Sabbaths truly did Moses, the writer 
Sabbath Essays” says: “It clear that had idea 
that the Sabbath was hallowed the worship offered 
Christians the Lord’s Reply: had idea that 
the Jewish seventh day and ritual Sabbath was hallowed 
the Lord’s day. But the fourth commandment has nothing 
about offering sacrifices, renewing shewbread, not 
building fires the seventh day. Setting those all aside, 
and coming the very spirit worship and praise and 
the keeping sacred time whether the seventh day 
first all the and what difference there 
between the two weekly seasons hallowed time? Very 
little, none. Having the latter now, what have but 
substance all the moral, and one more the positive 
elements the fourth commandment 

Dr. Hessey, commenting Justin Martyr’s writings 
this theme, says that speaks the whole Christian’s 
life being perpetual Sabbath, speaks also Sunday being 
held especial honor. obvious that, holy Scripture 
does, the one case spiritualizing the, now defunct 
Jewish law, and the other mentioning Christian ordi- 
nance its own independent Reply: have 
shown that when Justin speaks the Sabbath with reference 
law, speaks the defunct” Jewish ritual law, and not 
the moral law. course, Sunday has its own indepen- 
dent grounds,” respect the ordinal time-element, 
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compared with the seventh-day Sabbath. But that does not 
imply that they have not both common substratum 
sacred religious purposes, and proportional time-element, 
and connection the same commandment that gives in- 
junction concerning the other six days the week. 

Dr. Hessey elsewhere has this remark: Israelite 
could observe the fourth commandment independently its 
development the remainder the books 
With equal truth might have added, that 
the Christian dispensation can observe Sunday all the un- 
altered elements the fourth commandment, independently 
the ritual additions any the laws Moses, and 
accordance with all the new services given the weekly 
sacred day the new era the church. 

Professor Hopkins, commenting the name Sunday,” 
given Justin the Christian sacred day, and the 
reasons which Justin assigns for observing it, says: The 
explicit rejection here not only the Jewish Sab- 
bath,’ but the reasons which the law the Sabbath 
the decalogue was founded, are highly significant.” 
Reply: Christ rose from the dead the first day 
the week. The Roman name for the first day the week 
that time was“ Justin his account Sunday, 
which Professor Hopkins comments, addresses the Roman 
emperor, and two philosophers, one the son and the other 
the adopted son the Roman emperor, and also the Roman 
senate, with the whole people the such cir- 
cumstances was the most natural for him the Roman 
name, Sunday, for the Christians’ sacred weekly day. And 
that used the Roman name, good reason. 
for supposing that Justin considered the fourth command- 
ment abrogated. With such controversy between the 
Jews and the Christians, and much persecution the 
former against’ the latter, the Christians would likely 
take new name for their sacred day. The Jewish super- 
stitious and trivial notions respecting the day called the 
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Sabbath, would inevitably tend the use another name 
among Christians for the weekly sacred day. And the use 
such name would not necessarily probably imply that 
they had set aside the fourth commandment all its parts. 
God had given them the name Lord’s day,” which was 
far dearer then than the name Sabbath,” and therefore they 
would not likely retain the name“ Sabbath.” The 
reason for the Lord’s day was Christ’s resurrection. 
that, near the event, was reason enough. Subsequently, 
the fathers attempted link the Lord’s day also the cre- 
ation, part its reason. The occasion was sufficient 
for new day and anew name, but fail see that both 
together are enough justify the conclusion that one 
whole command was blotted out; especially when the new 
day well adjusts itself the place once filled the 
the Wecontend that these writers fail show 
that Justin held that the fourth commandment abrogated, 
abrogated form, while some“ principles are left. 
teaches this point only this: that the seventh-day Sab- 
bath not binding, and that the first day, Sunday, is. 

Dr. Hessey, referring Tertullian’s testimony concerning 
the Lord’s day, says: nothing Sabbatarian.” 
Reply: course finds nothing the merely Jewish 
elements the Sabbath that time, but that does not prove 
that there was nothing the fourth comnandment the 
Lord’s day. the Lord’s day there were certainly some ele- 
ments the fourth commandment, those far like them 
make them identical. 

Another concurring with Dr. Hessey, refers this 


statement Tertullian: Scriptures designate Sab-. 


bath eternal and Sabbath The writer infers 
that the temporal Sabbath was that enjoined the fourth 
commandment every respect. Reply: that were 
just inference, then Tertullian’s testimony were effect, not 
that the whole the fourth commandment abolished, 
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for that pertaining six days would remain, —but that all 
the elements and parts the Sabbath that command were 
entirely annulled. Does Tertullian refer the total Sabbath 
every aspect the fourth commandment, such sense that 
the Lord’s day could not come into the place the seventh 
day? Turn the next page the same volume: But 
the Jews are sure say, that ever since this precept was 
given through Moses, the observance has been binding. 
Manifest accordingly is, that the precept was not eternal 
nor spiritual, but temporal, would one day cease. short, 
true that not the exemption from work 


the that the seventh day that the 


celebration this solemnity consist, was, 
according Tertullian, merely the day,” the or- 
dinal time-element, which spoke. was that which 
the Jews said was still and which Tertullian said 
was only temporary and not binding; and his whole argu- 
ment this connection show that there consistently 
could the cessation obligation keep that day. That 
there was special sacredness the seventh-day time it- 
self forbid termination duty keep sacred, 
argues from Joshua’s march seven successive days 
including the Jericho. Other Jewish his- 
tory brings the same point. Tertullian does not say 
that the fourth commandment abolished, does not in- 
timate that are released from obligation our secular 
work six but, the contrary, says elsewhere, that 
should defer from the Lord’s day even our businesses, 
lest give any place the That statement 
recognizing our obligation still work six days and rest 
seventh, which claims the first. Tertullian says 
that Christians ought observe Sabbath from servile 
work always, and not only every seventh which 
calls attention the spiritual significance all Sabbaths, 
but does not thereby stultify himself meaning that Chris- 


Ant. Nic. Lib., Vol. xviii. 212. Vol. xi. 199. 
Ibid., Vol. xviii. 211. 


q 

ii 

i 


1881.] THE SABBATH. 273 


tians should not sacredly observe one day the week. 
had said the contrary. His especial care speaking 
the Sabbath, say that meant the seventh 
have seen, seems nearly quite indicate the thought which 
was his mind, that the Lord’s day was very much like the 
original seventh-day Sabbath. Tertullian did make clear 
distinction between God’s sabbaths and men’s sabbaths, and 
hence could consistently teach that certain Sabbaths were 
set aside without implying that the Sabbath the fourth 
commandment was annulled. his argument against Mar- 
cion, the heretic, comments God’s language Isaiah 
(i. 14) thus: Reckoning them men’s Sabbaths, not 
his own, because they were celebrated without the fear God 
people full And the next page 
speaks the Creator’s Sabbaths,” thus distinguishing them 
from the false. Others the fathers had the same 
tion view. Tertullian betrays aversion the use 
the word respecting the true Sabbath. says: 
Good reason had the Lord the annulling 
the Sabbath (since that the word which men will use).” 
refers Joshua’s continuing his march around Jericho 
the Sabbath, and Christ and his disciples’ plucking 
ears corn the Sabbath, and other acts which some 
annul the but which Tertullian claimed 
did not annul it. would therefore seem that the true 
Sabbath God, embraced the fourth commandment, 
was never accustomed but merely 
and the day.” His chief con- 
cern this subject was show that Christians were author- 
ized keep the Lord’s day, and not bound keep the 
seventh day. 

Dr. Hessey quotes Irenaeus, and finds evidence, thinks, 
the“ abolition the meaning, suppose, 
the total abolition the sabbatic institution the fourth 
commandment. Reply: not find, and Dr. Hessey 
does not show, that Irenaeus said that the Sabbath the 
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fourth commandment abolished. Irenaeus says ex- 
pressly that words the decalogue remain per- 
maneutly with means that the decalogue not 
abolished. Would not have made exception the fourth 
commandment, the purely sabbatic part it, con- 
sidered all respects annulled 

Dr. Hessey regards Irenaeus teaching that the Sabbath 
was and quotes evidence this: Abraham 
himself, without circumcision and without observance 
Sabbaths, believed God, and was imputed unto him for 
Reply: Weare better condition 
than Irenaeus was judge whether Abraham was without 
Sabbaths. Irenaeus has mind the seventh-day Sabbath, 
which argues not now observed, but does not 
come the point saying that all that was meant the 
Sabbath the fourth commandment utterly abolished. 
certainly held the Lord’s the weekly celebration 
Christ’s and concerning that the testimony 
Irenaeus makes clear distinction between the deca- 
age places the Sabbath; and yet says that the decalogue 
permanent, and that the laws ritual 
law the new covenant liberty.” 
Apparently, then, the Sabbath which has mind not 
the pure one the fourth commandment, but the ceremonial 
one the Jews, which they insisted the Christians ought 
keep. had, indeed, its root the commandment, but was 
sadly misshapen and perverted its growth. and 
all the fathers could say that that was longer 
but not one them, think, says that either the fourth 
commandment the total sabbatic part abrogated. 
Irenaeus takes the language Paul Col. ii. 16, and 
ascribing all the apostles, The apostles ordained 
that should not judge any one respect meat drink, 

Ant. Nic. Lib., Vol. 424. Sunday, 44. 
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regard feast day, the new moons, the Sab- 
baths.”! certain that by“ means the 
seventh day, the day that the Jews contended all ought 
keep. also quotes Col. ii. 16, with the same in- 
terpretation,? and teaches that the law “has been abol- 
but informs that refers the figurative 
Christ, the ceremonial law. Yet denies 
Marcion his claim that there any breach peace be- 
tween the gospel and the also one instance, 
means seventh day.” These two, Irenaeus and Tertullian, 
are among the most noted and reliable the Fathers. 
Their interpretation the passage Colossians agrees 
with that have heretofore and since they are 
united and positive, that must have been the current view 
the primitive era, and utterly disallows seventh-day sabbat- 
arianism. the other hand,since they mean 
the seventh day merely, which the Jews kept distinction 
from the Christian keeping the first day, their view gives 
sanction the theory that the setting aside the seventh 
day cancels the whole fourth commandment, the whole 
sabbatic part it. They means would give much 
credit the Jewish seventh day confess that dropping 
was dropping one tenth part the decalogue. 

The writer Essays” appeals the fathers 
witnesses that the early church betrays consciousness 
legal institution the Lord’s day the apostles.” 
Reply: The apostles and early Christians did not regard 
their new law ‘of love, any part cold legalism. 
They had too much pleasure keeping their first all 
the look with the eye mere legality. 
Yet, claim have shown that they regarded one 
their most serious obligations, well privileges, observe 
the Lord’s They traced that day 
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the apostles for its just truly Israel old 
traced the seventh day observance Sinai. Its establish- 
ment had with them the force law. 

The same author Sabbath Essays” says again: 
cannot but think impossible that they [the apostles] should 
have appointed the Lord’s day continuation of, literal 
substitute for, the sabbath the commandment, and the 
early churches have remained ignorance the fact, and 
the early fathers have written they Reply: 
None claim that the Lord’s day continuation of, 
literal substitute for the sabbath the 
another day, and has another commemoration, and some 
other services. has none the peculiarly Jewish cere- 
monial services, which are not named the command, but 
were added after was given. think have shown 
previous Article, that under apostolic direction change 
observance was made from the seventh the first day 
the week, the latter day taking its place the weekly cycle 
the former died, and having other elements the fourth 
commandment. think also, that thus far find 
testimony the writings the early fathers which presup- 
poses teaches that the fourth commandment abolished, 
even the whole sabbatic part it. Hence, since the 
fourth commandment sense, some extent, still 
stands, while one sacred day the week has been abrogated 
and another instituted, proper suppose and say that 
the latter day has substance, though not full form, taken 
the place the former, and both proper and obligatory 
appeal the fourth commandment still binding, the mod- 
ification being only the ordinal time element. are 
cut off from permission dismiss the fourth commandment 
various facts; among others the one that the Lord’s 
day pertains the very week, constantly recurring, which 
the original fourth commandment strictly designated and 
adjusted. the Lord’s day did not all touch the week 
solemnly appointed and constituted the decalogue, then 


Bib. Sac., Vol. xxxvii. 674; also Irenaeus, Ibid., 
Page 230. 


THE SABBATH. 277 


might say that wholly new institution, and nota 
part the old one. The moment step the threshold 
the first day the week, tread the ground which 
had the legislation Sinai’s fiat. And singularly felic- 
itous that the language the fourth commandment needs 
change suit the new circumstances. have 
simply understand the word the propor- 
tional, and not both the proportional and ordinal ‘sense. 
And the abrogation the sacredness the seventh day 
while another day the week made sacred, very dif- 
ferent thing from the abrogation the whole command, 
all that pertains sacred time. 
Victorinus, opposing the doctrine that the Jewish seventh 
day should kept, said was abolished but did not have 
mind all septenary sacred time, for advocated keeping 
the Lord’s day,! which he-embraced like moral elements 
with those the Sabbath. The non-Sabbath advocates, 
sustain their views, have assume that the Jewish seventh 
day under the new dispensation, the same the Sabbath 
the fourth commandment under the old dispensation. 
not find that they have proved this assumption. 
When they prove they will have also substance 
shown that the Jewish Sabbaths which Isaiah’s time the 
Lord could not endure, were like that Sabbath which 
commanded Sinai. The fact that the Fathers called the 
Jewish seventh day their time the Sabbath,” does not 
settle the question. Did they embrace that title then 
the Sabbath institution least fifteen hundred previous 
years? they did, seems strange they did not say it. 
shall see they said something the contrary. Even 
they thought the outlawed Jewish Sabbath their own time, 
were the Sinaitic Sabbath, did Jehovah know they were right 
Dr. Hopkins cites the Apostolical work 
uncertain date and author, though probably not later 
date than the close the fourth century sustain his 
view that Christians are emancipated from the fourth com- 
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mandment law, and quotes thus: who formerly 
commanded keep the Sabbath resting thereon for the 
sake meditating his laws, has now commanded 
consider the work creation and providence every day, 
and return thanks Reply: The foregoing 
language does not say that the fourth commandment 
abolished. The author speaking modifications 
enlargements divine laws under the Christian dispen- 
sation. ‘He who forbade murder now forbids causeless 
anger. who forbade adultery now forbids unlawful lust. 
who forbade revenge now 
who appointed religious reflections one day now 
requires them all days.’ Thus the influence even the 
seventh-day Sabbath brought down us. Yet this writer, 
like some others the Eastern church, enjoined some ob- 
servance the seventh day, well the first the 
seventh particularly fast-day once year, the anni- 
versary Christ’s lying the has mind the 
command merely its seventh-day aspect. This patris- 
tical author, treating the law, says: law the 
decalogue, which the Lord proclaimed them with 
audible voice. ..... And the law righteous, and therefore 
called law, because judgments are thence made accord- 
ing the lawof And that was the Lawgiver 
became himself the fulfilling the law; not taking away 
the law nature, but abrogating those additional laws 
that were afterwards introduced, although not all them 
neither.”® The next paragraph takes various laws 
the decalogue, apparently assuming that they were laws 
nature, and that paragraph the passage quoted Dr. 
Hopkins. Also the writer says, that the Lawgiver 
abrogated circumcision, when had. himself fulfilled it.” 
does not say that the fourth command- 
ment, any other the decalogue. His thought evidently 
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is, that the seventh which was the form Sabbath 
known the command —had received amplification 
its teaching men, and an“ abrogating those additional 
laws that were afterwards introduced.” cannot 
that this patristical author held that the fourth command- 
ment, even the sabbatic part it, really abrogated 
because, have stated, enjoined religious services and 
fast that day. implied the continued existence 
the Sabbath extent, and did not hold that 
was abolished. Yet did not allow that day come into 
competition with the Lord’s day. the same short section 
feast-days and fast-days, speaks the Lord’s day 
seven different times that name, and repeatedly else 
where. that day enjoins assem- 
and giving thanks and offering praise and being joy- 
ful without while enjoining the celebration 
Christ’s resurrection the Lord’s day, cautions against 
doing any other day than This author 
the Apostolical Constitutions speaks four times, least, 
are not taken away, and twice implying fifth in- 
stance, referring the same, says: [the Lord] 
not therefore take away the law from us, but the 
That sentence key the writer’s thought. The pure 
was not taken away; the “bonds” were. the 
bonds included additional laws that were after- 
wards introduced,” and the seventh-day Sabbath doubtless 
more less; yet not wholly, for would still have 
some extent observed. therefore could not have meant 
that the fourth commandment was wholly swept away. 
must have regarded some sense still law na- 
ture,” and hence permanent. law doubt- 
less meant moral law. The laws nature moral 
laws, but moral laws not include all laws nature for 
example, none the material laws. must have been 
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ready assent this, the fourth commandment has 
some moral laws, laws nature. Those the Lord did 
“not take away.” Nearly all writers this subject, all 
ages, have claimed confessed that there are moral elements 
the fourth commandment. Dr. Richard Hooker, nearly 
three centuries ago, gave language relative natural 
moral laws, which has guided the thinking many, and 
obtained the consent all: nature has taught the 
first, that festival solemnities are part 
the exercise religion; secondly, that praise, liberality, and 
rest are natural elements whereof solemnities 
The fourth commandment having those elements, and being 
apparently recognized the author Apostolical Con- 
stitutions,” and having said that such laws elements 
are not taken away, will not right for say that 
held that the fourth command abrogated, unless trace 
such sentiment his pen. This cannot do. There- 
fore must conclude that that one the Fathers, who- 
ever may have been, said nothing justify the theory 
that Christians are emancipated from the fourth command- 
ment should accept the command with 
such changes they find have been divinely made. 

Another writer has said this: enforcement 
positive commandment like the fourth would have been 
impossibility the early propagation such religion. 
would have been necessary interpret the statutes such 
subordination the higher law mercy practically 
have suspended its Reply: Whatever re- 
ligious service the early Christians rendered, they gave from 
love, not compulsion. doubt they faithfully observed the 
seventh day until the revelation came that its obligation was 
revoked. Even after that many them attended its servi- 
ces. They had nothing the modern spirit which begs off 
from many religious services possible. Neglecting 
assemble together was left the perverts, and other false 
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professors. The complete transition from the seventh day 
the first could not have been suddenly made. But, 
when came understood that the Lord’s day was 
sacred, which must have been early, and soon received 
that name, the reasons indicate that was conscientiously 
observed. certain, have seen previous Article, 
that the apostles precept and example taught its sacred 
character. The name their Lord” given was 
guarantee for that. being sacred, religious day, the cus- 
toms the times required that whole some 
extent least sacredly observed. certainly soon became 
the most sacred all their days. The Christians would, 
then, far they could, keep sacredly they had 
thought their most sacred days kept. They would 
therefore soon naturally refrain not only from all servile 
work, Jewish feast-days, but from all work, the 
Sabbath and day atonement. Yet the Pharisaic supersti- 
tions respecting the Sabbath they would reject. Stillingfleet, 
about two centuries ago, said: evidence the sol- 
emnity the times for worship, the Romans well other 
had their several feriae, their days set apart for the 
honor their gods...... any work were done upon those 
days rest, the day was polluted...... which see 
from the light nature, that what days and times, whether 
weekly, monthly, anniversary, were designed and appointed 
dies festi, for the service God, were set apart 
wholly order that end, and not give some part 
God and take others see reason 
for believing that the early Christians only half kept the 
ness the Lord’s day,? not understand the 
inculcation new rule, but prompting vigilance 
keeping old one. The citation from Jerome Dr. Hes- 
sey, which have heretofore respecting the 
Stillingfleet’s Irenicum, Book chap. sect. (London ed.), pp. 216, 217. 
Ant. Nic. Lib., Vol. xi. 199. 
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making garments Sunday his time and locality, 
sufficiently replied saying, that there evidence that 
was common, that was doné except stress cir- 
cumstances for the poor, the sick, and the enslaved. The 
fact that Tertullian, nearly two centuries earlier, laid down 
the principle that Christians should careful defer all 
their secular which probably implied strict- 
ness much more defer all secular from Sunday, 
according Jewish customs,— forbids inferring even 
partial secularization the Lord’s day Jerome’s time, 
unless there had been falling away. 

The same writer says again: the fact 
about state very significant the apostolic epistles 
and the early Christian literature bring light many ques- 
tion practical duty about which the Christian mind those 
days was more less perplexed; but there trace 
such discussions must inevitably have arisen had the 
law abstinence from labor the Lord’s day for master 
and slave, and and ass, been regarded obligatory upon 
Christians the same way that had been upon the 
Reply: Mark, that the Jewish sabbatic laws which were 
superadded the fourth commandment the Christians did 
means undertake apply the Lord’s day. 
Various elements worship, convocation, inhering 
that command, they did embrace their observance 
the Lord’s day. The fact that Constantine and other 
emperors who ruled favor the Christians, did make 
laws emancipating them from secular sabbath employments, 
shows that the Christian mind that age really demanded 
release from secularities that day long before the laws 
were made. emperors followed Christian sentiment, 
and did not create it. Constantine enacted that all suits and 
courts justice should suspended Sunday, 
emancipate slaves. also forbade all military exercises 
that day, and gave the privilege attending church all 
Christian and these things before his real conversion, 
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was converted all, which fact indicates that acted 
from public Christian opinion, and not from personal choice. 
The joint edict Constantine and Licinius behalf relig- 
ious freedom which freedom usually thought the 
product modern civilization made 313, ran 
thus: That each one, and the Christians among the rest, 
have the liberty observe the religion his choice, and his 
peculiar mode This implies previous religious 
oppression toward the Christians and consequently, that 
they often could not they would. The same re- 
straint doubtless alluded the twenty-ninth canon 
the Council Laodicea, which was declared that the 
Lord’s day all Christians should abstain from their worldly 
business they were This implies that abstinence 
from wordly business Sunday was the desire, and the 
usual custom, Christians that age, left their 
was, would seem Tertullian’s time, which was half 
way back the apostle John’s day. Now, where did this 
custom sacredly keeping the Lord’s day begin, not 
the beginning; during, least, the apostolic era? find 
the Lord’s day most sacredly cherished through all the cen- 
turies back the apostles; none the fathers speaking 
more tenderly and reverently than did Ignatius, con- 
temporary the apostle John, and second bishop the 
church Antioch after the apostle some time 
subsequent him know that the early Christians custo- 
marily refrained from business and labor the Lord’s day, 
and who can show that that sacred observance did not begin 
soon the day became sacred. trace its sacredness 
Christian esteem the apostles. Who can show that its 
observance did not begin with them, and uninterruptedly 
continue, except necessity made some breach upon the 
custom? find many traces discussions about 

Eusebius, Bohn’s Eccl. Lib., Neander’s Church History (ed. 1852), 
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keeping the seventh day but such would nat- 
urally not exist respect the Lord’s day among those 
who kept observed it; early fathers Ignatius and 
Barnabas testify that the Christians their time did. None 
but Christians were interested the question keeping 
that day. Universal agreement would prevent controversy 
among them. Universal custom required the sincere observ- 
ance all sacred days far practicable. Hence, few 
the question keeping the Lord’s day. 

have now examined all the patristical passages ad- 
duced three noted and able writers show the abrogation 
the fourth commandment, its abrogation except some 


its not recall, indeed, any publica- 


tion besides theirs which discusses this specific subject be- 
yond mere notice it. What find? 

These three authors fail bring forward single pas- 
sage from the fathers which declares indicates the belief 
even one them that the fourth commandment abol- 
ished. passage which they have cited refers all 
that part the command which enjoins labor during six 
days the week. must infer that there patris- 
tical evidence existence which shows claims that the 
fourth commandment wholly revoked. 

Some the passages which they cite claim indi- 
cate partial abrogation the fourth command, and men 
are now left decide how large part. 

There are only two possible interpretations the 
part one being the whole sabbatic part, and the 
other the ordinal seventh-day part. 

are bound suppose that the least part, 
that satisfies exhausts the language respecting it. 

The least part does exhaust the meaning the lan- 
guage, for several reasons. (1) was that part which was 
almost the whole theme discussion between the Christians 
and the Jews respecting the Sabbath question. (2) was 
almost the sole object the Christians this point, have 
the Lord’s day kept, and the seventh day not kept any 


1881.] THE SABBATH. 285 


sense its rival. (3) the nature the case the Chris- 
tian mind that age would satisfied have the first day 
observed, and release given from obligation observe the 
seventh day. (4) After satisfying the Christian demand 
then, certain moral elements the original Sabbath would 
remain. (5) Much the patristic language concerning the 
Sabbath refers simply the false Sabbaths observed the 
Jews, and not the Sabbaths.” (6) The pa- 
tristic language which refers the sabbatic part the fourth 
commandment does not declare, assume, imply that that 
totally annulled, not seeming directed that 
precise point; just does not teach that the command 
itself annulled. But (7) that language devoted 
two thoughts: first, that the seventh day, which was the 
Sabbath pointed out that command, still subserves valuable 
ends, the typifying rest and holiness, and hence 
not utterly abolished and, secondly, that the seventh day 
longer held its regal place among all days, since the 
Lord’s day had been given Christians for them observe 
the chief days. (8) The fathers not expressly 
teach that the Lord’s day took the place the seventh day 
the fourth but that latent idea with 
them, having subsequent development, and they teach noth- 
ing contrary it. Their analysis and philosophy the sub- 
ject were not completed, and the circumstances did not then 
particularly call for the completion for, the chief point was, 
show that the divine recall obligation observe the 
seventh day was consistently possible the new dispensation, 
and that such recall had been made, and that Christians 
good right had another day keep. Without saying all 
that might have been said the subject, they were wonder- 
fully preserved from saying what would have been inconsis- 
tent with the full truth this point. 

Murphy, Lange, Bush, the Septuagint, and the original 
Hebrew itself, make the injunction the fourth 
commandment positive the extent doing all thy 
that thou hast do. Since part the command remains, 
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shall stand there defaced, mutilated, Or, has 
always been whole, honored, receiving the Lord’s day 
when the seventh day was recalled 

But the foregoing regard only the negative part 
the argument, reply three modern authors this sub- 
ject, whose writings and views have quoted, and whose 
citations from the fathers have considered. There 


positive side. 
(To continued.) 


ARTICLE IV. 


THE NATURE AND OBJECT PENALTY. 


REV. WM. PATTON, D.D., PRESIDENT HOWARD UNIVERSITY, 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


subject will appear many simple and easily 
handled, and there are authors whose statements and reason- 
ing proceed upon that idea. There are, indeed, general 
definitions that can readily adduced, and there are certain 
related ideas which are everybody’s mind. Penalty, 
may said, some form suffering inflicted those 
authority because infraction law. Theologians 
refer the punishment which God justly inflicts upon 
those who commit sin. But when below the surface, 
and inquire into the relationships penalty, find our- 
selves compelled consider fundamental questions concern- 
ing justice, benevolence, law, and government. And the 
matter the more complicated because law and government 
assume many forms, physical and moral, parental, civil, and 
divine. increase the difficulty, the course divine 
providence and the declarations Scripture bring our 
notice remedial well purely legal system 
ment, which penalty sustains some relation. 

Penalty being instrumentality moral government, in- 
tended aid securing its special objects, necessary 


ig 
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that should have clear ideas the nature moral 
government. Three things may said enter into 
fundamentally. the control moral beings 
respects which bear upon the production character and 
happiness. Moral beings are those who are capable right 
and wrong conduct, and thus moral character who have 
those powers and susceptibilities which make 
ness and sin. not attach moral character material 
substance, nor yet the lower orders animal existence 
which manifest certain degrees intelligence. This be- 
cause the nature wanting which morality pertains. 
What enters into that nature? Reason, sensibility, and will. 
There must the faculty reason its higher form: 
that which takes note moral that which 
apprehends the imperial idea right intuitive and 
necessary truth,—a truth depending will, yet implying 
obligation resting upon all will, and back which, its 
simplicity, impossible go. being incapable con- 
ceiving the eternal distinction between right and 
cannot subject moral government. would have 
conception responsibility for conduct. 

But reason alone will not suffice foundation for moral 
action. There must sensibility also; capacity 
enjoyment. being naturally incapable happiness 
incapable moral character, being incapable exercising 
love. For while the mind recognizes the abstract idea 
right necessary and ultimate, also recognizes love its 
concrete practical form, its true realization. Love the 
right, matter that which everywhere, all 
circumstances, and forever fills out fully the idea right. 
reason the Bible declares such passages as, 
love”; that loveth another hath fulfilled the 
“Love the fulfilling the (or love) 
for all the law fulfilled one word, even this: Thou 
shalt love thy neighbor and the affirmation 
the Saviour, made after quoting the commands love 
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with all the heart, and one’s neighbor one’s self, 
these two commandments hang all the law and the 
If, then, any one demands the Bible his own reason 
practical synonyme for right, the answer love. But 
love, benevolence, the choice universal happiness 
well-being (including that God and his universe), far 
the power the individual promote it. Yet 
this cannot chosen except the mind have idea its 
reality and value and this possible only the possession 
sensibility part one’s own since happiness 
purely phenomenon the sphere the sensibility, and 
could not even conceived idea one whose nature 
did not embrace sensibility well reason. Such being 
could more love, that is, act with reference happiness 
himself and others, than one born blind could judge 
paintings, one born deaf could judge music. But with 
this constitutional capacity for pleasurable and painful feel- 
ing, reason which all objects are presented him 
appeal desire aversion, there arises motive-power 
infinite variety form and degree. then, reason 
and sensibility, moral agent needs further the power 


choice, which shall act the light the other two faculties, 


the one which shall give him the motives which come from 
intuitions the moral sense, and the other those which come 
from the idea happiness. Deprived free-will, made 
merely the drift-wood the strong current passion, 
actuated necessarily impressed ideas, kind in- 
stinct, would devoid responsibility, and 
moral government. 

Secondly, moral government involves the control moral 


are not left themselves, even when equipped with the three- 
fold nature above described. They are supposed con- 
trolled; brought into social system, which has its aims 
and subjected the authority one who 
administers the system for the highest good those who 
compose it. other words, superior will, conceived 
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wisdom, love, and power, the head, governing, influen- 
cing, controlling. doing, throws positive, personal 
weight into the scale, the expression firm purpose, 
set determination his part secure the great object 
government. This object not merely matter general 
interest and inherent merit, appealing for itself the minds 
all; but personal and official matter between the 
ruler and the subjects this government. the 
head government for the express purpose making his 
resources tell the carrying out that object. Moral gov- 
ernment means authority. 

Thirdly, grand instrumentality which enters into moral 
government law, with its commands and sanctions. Au- 
thority does more than instruct and advise: distinctly and 
characteristically commands. And, that the command may 
have the more emphasis and weight, backed rewards 
and penalties. This according the necessary idea and 
method governing moral agents; which cannot done 
direct physical force, when one controls the motions 
matter. Everything must dealt with according its 
and mind, being rational, sensitive, and free, must 
influenced motives drawn from reason 
and which furnish occasion for the choice the agent 
against all necessitating power. Hence, back law, the 
authoritative utterance the highest reason, must stand ret- 
ribution appeal also sensibility. would then appear 
that, its general idea nature, penalty suffering 
inflicted ruler.to maintain the authority law, and thus 
provide for the success moral government. may 
then specify the following direct uses penalty. 

operates instruct. Lawis light. gives informa- 
tion ignorance. from superior wisdom, ex- 
presses both the mind and will intelligent and benevo- 
lent ruler. the precept given the prohibition uttered 
teaches the subject what the ruler regards duty the 
specific case ‘to which applies, and what intends his 


authority enforce. Furthermore, impresses sense 
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the importance the precept the character the penalty 
annexed its violation; light penalty signifying less 
harmful offence, and severer penalty one more injurious 
nature. Thus, when theft punished with year’s im- 
prisonment, and murder with the loss life, plainly 
taught that take life more flagrant outrage than 
take property, while both are stamped like man- 
ner, where the issue broad involve not merely the 
rights individual, but those the whole community, 
and the authority and existence the government itself, the 
crime visited with the highest penalty which the lawgiver 
can inflict. Hence, all lands treason has been punishable 
with death fact which taught the people that the preser- 
vation rightful civil government was fundamental all 
interests, and that one could allowed attack but 
his greatest peril. This fact has bearing the proper 
penalty the divine law. would seem indicate that 
far forth sin committed against clear light, and im- 
plies settled purpose antagonism divine authority, 
simply treason against. the government God, and 
therefore the highest form punishment. 

Penalty also operates motive prevent transgression 
law. intended forewarn, and therefore pub- 
lished with the precept which guards. Its motive-power 
manifold, since makes appeal various kinds, the 
reason and the sensibility. the reason appeals 
through its instructive quality, just bringing the 
imperial idea right, and the value interests pro- 
tected, and thus urging one obey from the highest class 
motives. addition, reaches the sensibility, promising 
good the reward obedience, and threatening evil the 
penalty for disobedience. This not unworthy appeal 
—one made the merely selfish character; though one 
were urged act only from considerations personal advan- 
tage. superadded, have seen, the considera- 
tions based the ideas reason and conscience, and brings 
forward the regard which one may properly and must in- 


1881. THE NATURE AND OBJECT PENALTY. 291 


stinctively have for his own welfare. The capacity for 
fundamental importance. Wisely and riglitfully, then, does 
penalty caution one this side his nature, and bid him 
avoid that which will involve him loss and harm, and 
that which will bring desired good. Still further, penalty 


makes mixed appeal both reason and sensibility, 


gives special prominence the personal wish and earnest- 
ness the ruler lawgiver who emphasizes the precept, 
and adds his own authority; thus bringing into play all one’s 
sentiments reverence, admiration, faith, and gratitude, 
view the ruler’s character and acts. far penalty 
reveals wise and benevolent ruler’s mind and heart 
tends restrain the subject from transgression 
for personal influence often the most potential. When, 


then, see that penalty leads one consider the 


quality proposed act, its bearing upon the future happi- 
ness the agent, and its relation the character and per- 
sonal wishes and purposes the ruler, cannot doubt 
that its dissuasive power must great, even the case 
the virtuous, who might seem need its influence slightly, 


temptation, which obscures the reason, inflames the sensi- 
bility, and ignores the ruler. The same reasoning which 
would show that virtue has need law with its 
penalty, and cannot influenced the latter, would equally 
prove the absurdity that virtue cannot tempted; for 
penalty and temptation stand over against each other, the 
two sides the same faculties man. 


Penalty serves vindicate the ruler and 


government upon occasion transgression. obvious, 
that the fact disobedience law puts the ruler test 
his character respect justice and firmness. the 
one hand, the transgression is, implication, denial 


his authority and aspersion the justice the law. Its 


principle carried out would annul law and dethrone the 
ruler. necessary consequence would destroy what 
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government seeks protect, and would leave the public 
good unguarded, prey the assaults selfishness, which 
means general anarchy and ruin. This the very crisis 
which penalty was intended meet. breakwater 
against inundation. Here applies the oft-quoted answer 
the English judge the criminal, who complained the 
severity the penalty pronounced upon him for stealing 
single sheep: You are not punished merely for stealing 
sheep but you are punished that sheep may not stolen.” 
His theft opened the entire realm the sluices dishon- 
esty, which only severe penalty could close. had plain 
relation the welfare the whole community. When 
inflicted, penalty vindicates the ruler from any appearance 
indifference the public welfare, and from any such breach 
good his threat evil against the transgressor. Hence, 
though his compassion may great for the criminal, 
whom the penalty will come with crushing force, his regard 
for his office, for the demands justice, for the imperilled 
good the community, will operate, under strictly legal 
system, make him inexorable the infliction punish- 
ment. This conduct will greatly strengthen his authority, 
and limit future disobedience, while maintaining his own 
sense integrity. This result the more certain because 
there strong sense justice, and corresponding satis- 
faction its administration, the breast the subject 
well the ruler. Without entering into disputation 
respecting the abstract nature justice, and whether 
idea independent benevolence, let suffice that what- 
ever may the origin the demand for that demand 
found deep the human soul. When crime duly pun- 
ished there sense relief and satisfaction every 
well-balanced mind, whether the fact arise from 
creased sense personal and public safety from orig- 
inal impulse link suffering sin. not revenge; 
has purely malign element; simply man’s in- 
telligent and moral nature demanding the ruler that 
perform his fundamental duty. 
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Now comes the much debated question, Whether pen- 
alty designed Does aim not only 
vindicate law and authority before the public, but also 
reclaim the criminal and make him the future virtu- 
ous subject? Men are commonly inclined answer the 
affirmative partly because the promptings compassion, 
and the benevolent desire directly good result, and partly 
because such end had view what call punish- 
ment, the family, the school, and civil government. 
The parent punishes the disobedient child, that the child may 
henceforth become obedient. The teather, like manner, 
punishes the refractory pupil, partly that the pupil may 
the future comply with the rules; though has also view 
the good order and moral training the whole school. And 
the human ruler imprisons thief for one three 
five years, not only deter others from stealing, but also 
the hope that when the man released will longer act 
the thief. But these facts not decide the case. For when 
look the matter the light merely legal system 
administered the principle pure justice, difficult 
see that penalty directly contemplates reformation. 
did, could never definite and unconditional, civil 
penalties are. would limited time the possibility 
speedy, and even immediate, repentance the 
offender, which securing this reformatory aim the 


penalty might call for its immediate removal. 


cases, would possibly require indefinitely extended time 
since the man might remain unreformed the expiration 
definite sentence. Besides, the supposed analogy civil 
government fails another respect, that part its 
penalties plainly have reference reformation, thus 
showing that where opportunity for given, such result 
incidental and subordinate rather than direct and primary. 
For where the penalty death, imprisonment for life, 
even for such long term years will nearly consume 
the remainder the criminal’s life, evident that the 
intent the law not all his reformation, but the preser- 
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vation governmental authority, and the intimidation 
others who may tempted similar infractions law. 
wise act; but act favor and grace, and not 
penalty. would seem belong totally different de- 
partment thought and aim, and course action 
which extra-legal, and requires safeguards prevent 
from entirely overthrowing the majesty law and the au- 
thority the ruler. temporary commutation, 
speak, degree penal evil into chastisement; the ruler 
consenting for the time being father teacher 
disciplining children. This can only take place under 
gracious system, where penalty really suspended, where 


moral change hopeful, and where the singular incongruity 


mixed imperfect character possible. Such the 
condition things under the divine government 
earth may inferred from the facts human history, 
and expressly declared the Scriptures. This shows 
that are liable misled the analogies parental 
and other human government, which all occur the arrange- 
ments which God has introduced into gracious and reme- 
dial system; the family, the school, the civil community 
entering instrumentalities into the divine plan mercy 

There remains yet another important question connected 
with the nature penalty, wit, whether consists evil 


inflicted addition the natural consequences 


gression. There are those who insist that the only divine 
penalties are the evils that inevitably flow from sin; which 
carries with its own punishment, the shame, remorse, 
detestation others, discord, disappointment, and exclusion 
from good inherent holiness which necessarily follow. 
These consequences are regarded specially introduced 


God into the moral system, and made natural, self- 


executing law, which thus affords indication his char- 
acter and certainty and impartiality retribution, without 
any further positive action his part. This conception 


. 

| 
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thought not only simple and satisfactory, but 
strict analogy with physical laws and their penalties, and 
thus preserve the unity the divine system. But here 
arise the significant questions: Whether there true 
analogy this respect between physical and moral laws 
and Whether necessary consequences are reality penalties 
regards the question analogy, not borrow terms 
from moral law, and apply them figuratively physical law, 
and then become deceived our own rhetoric? The idea 
law applied the two spheres totally different. 
moral law command addressed moral agents who 
may, and often do, refuse compliance. physical law 
mode action impressed upon matter, and from which 
cannot depart, either its own power that any 
created being. may therefore affirmed that physical 
law cannot violated, except God should undo his own 
work. When did atom matter violate the law 
that is, cease for instant subject its full 
influence? Never. Other forces may have come in, and 
overpowered the result produced gravity, which yet exerted 
its full power according its nature, and therefore was truly 
obeyed. When man falls carelessly from precipice 
into fire wise violates physical law, but only the 
moral law prudence. Physical law simply obeyed 
his being dashed pieces burned ashes. would 
violation physical law any different result followed, 
unless interposed action other physical forces; and 
therefore some theologians call miracles violations natural 
laws. Hence merely popular, figurative speech, which 
certain circumstances talks the violation physical 
law, and the penalty which inflicts such case. 
call penalty when the consequence happens incon- 
venient us, and have been occasioned our ignorance, 
willfulness, carelessness but not otherwise. One puts 
his hand thoughtlessly against hot stove, instantly with- 
draws the blistered flesh, and his pain rhetorically says 
that has paid the penalty violated physical law. 


» 
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has done such thing. the contrary, has but obeyed 
submitted physical law, which has had its way with his 
flesh. The law heat produce precisely that. effect 
upon flesh, and knowing that fact, the same person, little 
after, places piece beef the oven the same stove, 
‘that the law heat may roasted. the latter case 
you not hear him talk violating physical law, and re- 
ceiving its penalty the form roast beef! Perhaps the 
most common instance this loose and popular modern 
speaking connection with health and disease. are 
told that health the reward obedience physical law, 
and that disease the penalty paid for disobedience it. 
This true one sense, but the idea not expressed with 
philosophic accuracy. reality, both health and disease are 
results strictly accord with physical law—the one much 
the other. neither case that law violated; both 
strictly obeyed. But when man observes the moral 
law prudence and temperance eating, drinking, and 
other physical acts will gain from the strict operation 
physical law results desirable his personal happiness, 
while violates the moral law will find that obedi- 
ence the same physical law will give him 
experience unpleasant results. One might well talk 
physical law being violated when gunpowder carelessly 
exploded, and man loses his life. The chemical law 
simply observed such case; the only law broken that 
wisdom and caution. Thus, strictly speaking, physical 
law has neither violations nor penalties, and from the nature 
the case cannot have. principle can 
derived from carried forward into the case moral 
law. The fancied analogy does not exist, and the words and 
phrases supposed imply have been rhetorically and 
unscientifically borrowed from the moral sphere 

Confining ourselves, then, the moral sphere, next 
inquire whether strictly necessary mental consequence 
penalty when brings unhappiness the doer 
wrong act? obtain affirmative answer, must first 
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show that such consequence was purposely attached the 
act the will the ruler, order sustain the authority 
moral law; that, having power order the constitution 
the moral realm otherwise, created is, the 
intent that transgression might have just punishment 
these inevitable consequences. But this principle judg- 

ment would seem lead negative answer our ques- 
_tion; since these inevitable natural evil consequences 

disobedience would appear follow not special divine 

arrangement for moral ends, but involved necessity 

being could created without liability such consequences. 

These would seem flow not from distinct divine purpose 

punish sin, but from the necessity the case, God’ 
created mind all. made moral agent, was 

necessary that the latter have power thought, feeling, and 
will; and equally that capable the happy and un- 
experiences which necessarily flow from holiness and 
sin: the former could not exist without the latter. Given 
rational, sensitive, and voluntary nature, there needed 
additional divine act, that moral ruler, annex 
shame, remorse, disappointment, loss the esteem others, 
etc., the acts disobedience they were already included 
necessary qualities sensitive mind. How, then, can 
conceive them annexed penalties 

One confirmed the correctness this view all the 
analogies real government; the family, the school, 
and the civil community. wise parent teacher 
leaves child the results disobedience without positive 
chastisements that is, without the infliction some form 
evil mark the disapprobation the parent the 
teacher. civil government was ever based, could ever 
maintained, the idea that transgression punishes itself. 
Positive penalties are always annexed crime, that the 
offender may know and feel what others think his course, 
and that the tempted may take warning and not bring upon 


themselves the wrath rightful authority. This fact has 
XXXVIII. No. 150. 
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the more weight, because civil government divine origin, 
has had the Jewish commonwealth its principles and 
methods taught inspiration, and has furnished throughout 
the Scriptures the analogies and illustrations which set 
before the nature the divine government. cannot 
then that natural evil results are the proper and only 
penalty sin. Else all human civil government, even that 

which has been conducted under the specific direction God 
himself, has been mass injustice, adding undeserved and 
excessive penalties acts transgression which carried 
their adequate and just punishment within themselves. 

resort the teaching the Bible with respect 
the nature the penalty the divine law, the respect 
now under consideration, find nothing corroborate the 
idea mere natural consequence. Doubtless these neces- 
sary results sinful character are faithfully portrayed, that 
men may take warning; but where are they mentioned 
the penalty the divine law? The passage (Gal. vi. 
usually quoted convey this idea does not The 
language the apostle applies equally well any fixed 
consequences sin, which should the harvest evil. 
not God not mocked for whatsoever man 
soweth, that shall also reap. For that soweth 
his flesh shall the flesh reap corruption (or rather, 
destruction, Compare Cor. xv. 42; Col. ii. 22; 
Pet. ii. but that soweth the Spirit shall the 
Spirit reap life everlasting.” The expression God not 
mocked would seem point divine action the case, 
and the figure used appropriate positive retribution 
other. Thus human judge sentencing murderer 
death might well tell him that was only reaping the 
harvest hisown sowing. what class representations 
such idea even indirectly conveyed? Not, surely, 
those which speak God’s anger,” indigna- 
hereafter poured out upon the wicked. After every 
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reasonable allowance for rhetorical phraseology adapted 
human comprehensior, one cannot discard from the language 
Scripture the idea positive infliction evil God, 
manifestation his personal authority ruler the 
universe. Especially must this impression made where 
the Bible represents his providential inflictions evil the 
course human the destruction the 
ancient world the deluge and the cities the plain 
sinners the eternal world. Pet. ii. 5-9; Jude 5-7. 
But equally formidable objection this view arises 
from its want harmony with the inculcations reason and 


the word God respect the exercise mercy under 


moral government. The fundamental conception underly- 
ing the forgiveness sins, the provision atonement, 
and the justification sinner faith Christ is, that 
there positive penalty remitted, and not simply 
moral causation reversed. clear thinker dis- 
tinguishes between justification and sanctification between 


pardoning and purifying. The common sense citizen will 


not allow him confound the official act the governor 
which, the issue pardon, remits external penalty 
and sets the prisoner liberty, with the influence the 
prison-chaplain, which may have produced him internal 
moral reformation. The former has, and the latter has not, 
performed act forgiveness. Yet the chaplain, the 
reformation his character, has partially secured the man’s 
deliverance from the further natural evil consequences 
the criminality his conduct. And when God forgives 
man, that does not simply mean that sanctifies him, and 
brings him out from under the natural consequences sin, 
though repentance may just condition forgiveness. 


One might well talk physician’s forgiving his 


because removing the morbific cause delivers him from 
the natural evil effects disease. But when God pardons, 
he, moral governor, sets aside deserved positive inflic- 
tion. And thus the scriptural conception atonement and 
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justification implies that, the life and death Christ, God 
has provided sufficient governmental substitute for the 
Jegal penalty, reason which may justly forbear 
inflict punishment upon penitent and believing sinner. 
The doctrine regeneration and sanctification the Holy 
Ghost totally different doctrine, and covers another class 
facts. would thus appear that only positive penalty, 
which evil inflicted addition the natural conse- 
quences transgression, can answer the object moral 
government. 

This view may allow, however, the penal infliction being 
part such purposed and declared arrangement the 
position and circumstances the transgressor, 


insure the full action the necessary laws evil within 


and around the soul— these being large measure coun- 
teracted interrupted this world, under gracious 
economy continued probation. see something analo- 
gous this under civil government, when, the positive 
infliction imprisonment, criminal removed from his 
coveted pursuits, gains, pleasures, and companionships, and 
shut cell, least within prison walls, where, 
addition loss liberty and multiplied privileges the 
virtuous, cannot avoid thought, nor escape sense guilt, 
nor insensible shame the presence visitors, and 
liable all the pangs remorse which conscience tor- 
ments the sinning soul when compelled reflect. 
Though the question the proper duration penalty, 
whether under human divine government, not directly 
involved the discussion its nature, yet the view taken 
the one subject will reasonably affect our view the other. 
the reformation the offender the chief, even lead- 
ing, object the infliction penalty, then its duration will 
wholly principally depend upon the result secured that 
respect. Under the guidance that principle civil govern- 
ment should inflict final punishment, such death, and 
should not imprison criminal day after gives evidence 
reformation. With equal firmness, however, should it, 


1881.] THE NATURE AND OBJECT PENALTY. 301 


that same principle, hold him prisoner until plainly 
reformed, till the end his life. this ground, 
God should punish sinners till they truly repent and become 
holy, though that should all eternity; while the first 
tear-drop contrition should quench the flames hell. But 
penalty have other and still higher ends secure, then 
its duration will not simply depend upon its effect the 
offender, but upon its relation those other ends, such 
the vindication the authority the ruler, the support 
government, the maintenance virtue, and the preservation 
the general happiness. The ruler, his wisdom and 
benevolence, must decide upon the degree and duration 
the penalty which secure these fundamental objects. 
supposed that his revealed word God would give 
information this point, connection with his 
own government. That word announces future and 
terms final judgment, the awards which are represented 
eternal happiness eternal misery, according character. 
hint subsequent change anywhere given. 

considering this eternity penal woe four things are 
taken into account, which for lack space can here 
only mentioned without proper elaboration. (1) 
borne mind that the penalty guard public inter- 
ests infinite moment, which are involved the recognition 
divine authority. The transaction affects universal wel- 
fare, since the moral government God coextensive 
with his rational universe, and his treatment rebel man, 
involving the manifestation his feelings and purposes 
towards sin, has vitally with the maintenance law, 
justice, and the general welfare. Sin the defier divine 
majesty, and the universal enemy. (2) remem- 
bered that the penalty not incurred act disobe- 
dience, but evil character, permanent state will 
opposed the great ends God’s government. man goes 
hell for sin, rather than for for abiding traitorous 
mind, rather than for many specific acts disloyalty. 
The old divines used argue abstractly and mathematically 
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about the infinite guilt single act disobedience God. 
quite unnecessary enter into those doubtful disputa- 
tions; since there evidence that any being ever commit- 
ted single sin and immediately repented, returning again 
complete virtue; while all the reason and facts the 
case show that sin not this matter isolated 
act, but apostasy, fall into state moral evil, 
which tends ever perpetuate itself. (3) The penalty 
comes, must especially recollected, the close 
gracious system redemption, which has placed salvation 
within the reach every lost sinner, infinite expense 
God, the death his Son, and the rejection which, 
the face such divine compassion, aggravates the original 
crime, and manifests the most determined hostility God 
and holiness. (John iii. 14-21, compared with Heb. 
26-81.) (4) Finally are consider that endless 
penalty has its proper degrees mildness severity 
surely has one temporary character. God can 
make difference the doom sinners there 
has been their degrees intelligence and their other 
circumstances action and character. Jesus taught that 
while the disobedient servant who knew his lord’s will” 
should beaten with many who his diso- 
bedience, comparatively speaking, knew not his lord’s will 
should “be beaten with few (Luke xii. 47, 48). 
God will nothing unwise unreasonable nothing which 
can repress the full volume the chorus those who sing 
the song Moses, the servant God, and the song the 
Lamb, saying: ‘Great and marvellous are thy works, Lord 
God Almighty; just and true are thy ways, thou King 
saints. Who shall not fear thee, Lord, and glorify thy 
name? For thou only art holy; for all nations shall come 
and worship before thee for thy judgments are made mani- 
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ARTICLE 


THE FUNDAMENTAL LAWS BELIEF. 
_BY REV. CHARLES THWING, CAMBRIDGE, MASS. 


THE term used philosophy with wide latitude. 
most metaphysicians employed denote that con- 
viction the truth proposition which consistent with 
the falseness the proposition. them belief made 
represent that mental state which the result 
certain degree knowledge, but knowledge that 
necessarily limited and imperfect. the 
comes complete, the mental state ceases state 
belief, and the resulting state known knowledge. 
know, for example, that exist; but believe that the sun 
will rise to-morrow morning. other philosophers the 
term employed denote those predispositions and convic- 
tions which are rather the condition than the result knowl- 
edge. They are those original data which reason obliged 
accept the authority,” says Hamilton, what 
beyond These data Sir William calls beliefs, 
trusts. this sense, therefore, according rigid propriety 
would more correct say believe exist, than know 
ness. 

the second these meanings the term will employed 
this paper; because, first, its recognized use this 
sense, and secondly and chiefly, because its connection 
with the terms necessary beliefs” primary beliefs,” 
which are the names usually given those principles, 
the philosophy common sense whose laws will examined. 

The first purpose our inquiry discover and name 
these laws, and the second, apply them 
several these so-called primary beliefs, order learn 
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whether their primary character bears the tests which these 
laws impose. 

The first fundamental law belief which shall inves- 
tigate, and perhaps the most important, self-evidence. 
Every primary belief proves itself. Conviction its truth 
follows the statement its terms. Why the human mind 
acknowledges its truth unknown except that its truth 
self-evident. The proposition that the earth sphere 
that moves ellipse not evident upon 
proved only certain mathematical and astronomical 
investigations. But that things equal the same thing are 
equal each other, that space cannot annihilated, are 
propositions whose truth recognized soon stated. 
All reasoning its final stage based upon self-evident 
principles. All reasoning the mathematics thus con- 
ducted. The axioms that form the foundation the science 
are incapable proof. you not see their truth, rea- 
soning can convince you it. Merely their combination 
and recombination the constructs his whole 
science. Unravel the demonstration Euclid’s forty-seventh 
proposition, and each thread finally self-evident 
truth. the same method all the logical processes are 
carried on. Self-evidence the fundamental test the 
truth: beyond the human mind cannot proceed its 
logical regress but with the mind ever accompanied 
its search after the primary beliefs. 

But may objected that truths which are self-evident 
one are not self-evident another mind. Mathemati- 
differ regard axiomatic character certain so- 
called axioms. Truths that necessitate long demonstration 
say that this consideration only proves the difference 
the mental power individuals. The objection fails 
show that the self-evident character many, most, 
beliefs different minds are not must 
still remain the ultimate test. That plus may illus- 
trated marbles and marks the slate, but after the 
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illustration the pupil fails see the truth, only proves 
is, the Scotch say, innocent.” 

The second law necessary beliefs may termed the 
inconceivability the contrary or, more fully expressed, 
belief necessary when the truth the contrary the 
proposition which stated inconceivable. This law 
asense the negative form the preceding, for proposition 
self-evident when its contrary inconceivable. illus- 
trate the law itself, belief the infinity pri- 
mary deliverance the human soul? The answer easy. 
The contrary the proposition that space infinite space 
not infinite, that is, space limited. Can the mind 
man conceive that space limited? means; for 
his thought adds space space until thought seems 
exhaust itself, and knows endless still 
lies beyond the extreme limit his The be- 
lief, therefore, the infinity space must regarded 
primary. mental processalso occurs the attempt 
comprehend time, with similar conclusion the argu- 
ment. Test the law belief whose necessary character 
less apparent. belief the veracity human testi- 
mony necessary? No, for the proposition, testimony not 
veracious, may readily conceived true. The truth 
the contrary the belief can conceived. second law, 
therefore, may laid down, though form the first, yet 
importaut deserve separate name and mention, as, 
belief necessary, primary, the truth whose contrary 
inconceivable. 

third law primary beliefs, one which Leibnitz first 
pointed out, but which has received the assent most phi- 
losophers, necessity. These beliefs are necessary truths. 
Man must assent them. deny them intellectual 
suicide. The laws thought, identity, contradiction, 
excluded middle, must believe true. Why be- 
lieves their truth cannot indicate; only knows that 
his mind constituted cannot otherwise than 


believe. conceive their falseness transcends his powers. 
XXXVIII. No. 150 
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But finds such necessity constraining him believe 
the existence external world such appears his 
eye. can conceive that much the world sky and 
earth may spun, spider-like, from the bowels his brain. 
So, also, can conceive the non-existence the earth 
but the non-existence the space which the earth moves 
beyond his conception. His attempt destroy space 
thought destroys thought itself. cannot thus think. 
Necessity, therefore, third characteristic the funda- 
mental beliefs, and for this reason they are often termed 
necessary. 

Another law, allied with the preceding, and which Leibnitz 
also pointed out with great clearness, universality. These 
beliefs are held all men. men, men, act upon 
them, though perhaps unconsciously, and acknowledge their 
truthfulness soon suggested. this respect 
the savage and are alike. These beliefs are 
the common sense principles held common ‘mankind 
Their universal character capable, however, not only 
independent demonstration, also results from their neces- 
sary nature. are necessary beliefs, men must believe 
them, then all men believe. From their necessity 
results their universality. 

The fifth law the primary beliefs, and one which follows 
from their self-evident nature, simplicity, ultimateness. 
They are the elements all mental experience. They are 
incapable analysis. They cannot deduced from any 
higher conception. Into what terms can the proposition 
that things equal the same thing are equal each other 
Attempt analyze it, divide into simpler 
parts; impossible. Try analyze the statement that 
time infinite; endeavor discover the elements which 
the mind revolts from the trial, and con- 
fesses the absurdity the attempt. Simplicity, ultimate- 
ness, therefore, the fifth law, and last that will named, 
regulating the fundamental beliefs the human mind. 

Equipped with these five laws inconceiva- 
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bility the contrary, necessity, universality, and simplicity, 
may advance our search for the primary beliefs 
man. And here fitting premise that our investiga- 
tion are obliged examine numerous questions which lie 
the foundation and that therefore keep 
the discussion within proper limits necessary pursue 
the direct line inquiry, untempted the delights excur- 
sions into the surrounding fields philosophic speculation. 
The first belief fundamental the soul man that 
which relates his own existence. the being the 
thinker thinking; the Cartesian cogito ergo sum. These 
terms are not the expression inference, but iden- 
tical truth. think, that am. Cogito scilicet 
sum, Descartes himself acknowledged, would more 
exact statement. The belief each man his own exist- 
ence necessary. endures the tests the laws belief. 
self-evident. the premise which unconsciously 
assumed every mental process. Whoever doubts his exist- 
ence, the very doubt proves what doubts. nonentity 
cannot doubt. Furthermore, the contrary the proposition 
that exist cannot conceived. There logical contra- 
diction trying conceive not exist. The very 


attempt nullifies itself. also necessary belief. Each 


man must believe his own existence. metaphysical 
compulsion forces him this conclusion. moreover, 
universal truth. All men, civilized savage, assent 
the belief their own existence. necessary, uni- 
and all men cannot otherwise than acknowledge 
their own being. is, finally, simple, ultimate belief. 
cannot analyzed, deduced from higher conception. 
the centre philosophy, about which the circle meta- 
physical discussion moves, but which itself unmovable. 
From this primitive belief derived the belief the existence 
fundamental and necessary. 

The second belief which shall examine that concern- 
ing the trustworthiness consciousness. consciousness 
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meant the notice which the mind takes its own opera- 
tions. says Reid,! word used 
philosophers signify that immediate knowledge which 
have our present thoughts and purposes, and general, 
all the present operations the mind. Whence may 
observe that consciousness only things the mind..... 
things the mind, and not external things. im- 
proper say‘I conscious the table which before 
Dugald Stewart? similarly defines consciousness 
denoting “the immediate knowledge which the 
its sensations and thoughts, and general, all 
its present operations.” their successor, Sir William 
Hamilton, the term was used convertible with immedi- 
ate knowledge, “and if,’ there immmediate 
knowledge things external, there consequently the con- 
sciousness outer The point under discussion, 
however, relates the veracity the testimony conscious- 
ness the correctness the mental operations. the 
belief that consciousness trustworthy Does 
bear the test the fundamental beliefs? it, the first 
place, self-evident? Ask any one relies upon his con- 
sciousness, and what his answer? smile the utter 
foolishness the question. course believes the 
trustworthiness his consciousness. His belief 
clear and strong that never dreamed questioning its 
accuracy. cannot, moreover, conceive the falseness 
the deliverance his consciousness. Thus conceive 
would equivalent conceiving that this final deliverance 
was false, which would therefore nullify itself. The belief 
also necessary. The mind must entertain it. Pyrrhonist 
and sceptic have tried throw doubt around the trustwor- 
thiness consciousness, but man cannot persuaded that 
all his mental processes are based upon 
conclusion revolts instantaneously. is, still further, 
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universal belicf. Never has race tribe been known 
exist that did not accept the trustworthiness the individual 
consciousness. assumed all the operations busi- 
ness and society. All acknowledge its truthfulness. is, 
finally, ultimate truth. cannot analyzed. Its 
meaning may discussed, the limitations its applications 
marked, but the fact still stands simple and inexplicable 
that consciousness 

The most important attack that has recently been made 
upon the trustworthiness consciousness proceeds from 
the pen English materialist, Dr. Henry Maudsley, 
his interesting, but many respects misleading work, 
Physiology Mind,” urges four objections against 
trustworthiness and the sufficiency competence 
consciousness witness that which takes place the 
The first, whicli, confesses, great weight, 
since applies observation any science, that there 
are but few individuals who are capable attending the 
succession phenomena their own minds.” The second 
objection states agreement between those who 
have acquired the power and men ap- 
parently equal cultivation and capacity will, with the utmost 
sincerity and confidence, lay down inconsistent directly 
contrary The third founded upon the con- 
sideration that direct consciousness mainly the obser- 
vation particular state mind isolate that activity 
for the time, cut off from its relations, and therefore 
render unnatural.” The fourth asserts that the mad- 
man’s delusion, which only extreme instance error 
growing out causes that are constantly work prevent 
individual’s feeling and vitiate his reasoning, itself 
sufficient excite profound distrust, not only the object- 
ive truth, but the subjective worth, the testimony 
individual’s 

The answer, however, these objections, which are urged 
with much energy specious reasoning and vigor lan- 
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guage, easy. the first sufficient say that the 
latitude its application destroys its force reference 
the trustworthiness consciousness. applies every 
science demanding observation fully that self- 
introspection. regard the diversity the conclusions 
the testimony consciousness which the second objection 
presents, evident that such disagreement exists 
Dr. Maudsley suggests. Upon the fundamental deliverances 
the human consciousness mankind are agreed. But even 
there were such unanimity conclusion the objection 
would avail. For as, though the principles good 
taste differ with each individual, yet certain canons are rec- 
ognized true common consent, though the details 
the testimony the consciousness individuals may 
differ, yet upon the fundamental questions concerning 
there perfect accord. The third objection, also, cannot 
allowed the weight which the author rests upon it. Granted 
the extreme difficulty self-introspection, fails prove 
but that far may proceed entirely accurate. 
comparing present states mind with the remembrance 
past states, and sudden glimpses into, long-continued 
examination of, the dark chamber self-consciousness, the 
mind discovers the general character its operations and 
learns trust their correctness. The fourth objection 
very specious, and superficial observer much force. 
But brief examination discloses its fallacy. the case 
the madman the consciousness still trustworthy. Con- 
sciousness is, has been defined, the notice which the mind 
takes its own operations. insanity the mental opera- 
tions are distorted, the premises reasoning are awry, the 
logical processes are consequently vitiated, and therefore the 
report consciousness reference them bears the sem- 
blance disorder. strange are the doings the mental 
forum that the consciousness liable the charge 
incorrectness its report the original powers are 
disorder their proceedings. But the truth con- 
sciousness still veracious reporter, though disorderly 
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procedures. She like the photographic glass which re- 
ceives the impression every object that passes before it, 
either beauty ugliness. 

third belief which, consequence its close relation 
the preceding, deserves only passing notice, relates per- 
sonal idenity, Kantian phrase, the transcendental unity 
self-consciousness.” the belief that have been and 
shall ever ‘the same person that now am. Its necessary 
character made evident the application the five laws, 
the case the trustworthiness consciousness, and 
therefore requires further consideration. 

The fourth belief which shall examine concerns the 
existence infinity. Whether man can know the infinite, 
unconditioned, Hamilton and his follower Dr. Mansel hold, 
not the question. The question simply whether the 
belief the existence infinite primary. That the 
infinite not substance but attribute now generally 
agreed; and the existences which most commonly 
attributed are space and time. The question before 
therefore, resolved into the consideration whether the 
belief the infinity space and time primary. Does, 
therefore, this belief bear the tests which have been prepared 
for all primary beliefs? is, first, self-evident truth. The 
proposition understood soon stated. The mind adds 
length length extension and duration, but con- 
scious that beyond the limits its widest apprehension still 
lie numberless lengths ungrasped. cannot deny that space 
everywhere and time every-when. The conceivability 
the contrary also impossible. The mind cannot conceive 
that either space time has for instant 
posits limit, the next has overleaped the boundary. 
The belief is, further, necessity thought. The mind can- 
not think either along line extension duration with- 
out acknowledging their infinity. necessary, 
thereby made universal. All men who understand the propo- 

sition assent its truth. is, moreover, ultimate belief. 
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cannot reduced simpler elements. priori and 
incapable analysis. 

The necessary character the belief the infinity space 
and time receives additional evidence certain truths which 
can inferred from them. large number 
these truths, fifty-six, have been tabulated Schopenhauer, 


TIME. SPACE. 

There only one time, and all There only one space, and all 
different times are parts it. different spaces are parts it. 

Different times are not co-exis- spaces are not successive, 
tent, but successive. but co-existent. 

Time has three divisions, past, Space has three dimensions, length, 
present, and future. breadth, and thickness. 

Time homogeneous and con- homogeneous and contin- 
tinuous. uous. 


Time has neither beginning Space has limit; but every 
time. 

Time has persistence, Space can never pass away 
sooner than passed. endures all time. 

Time has rest. Space has motion. 

everywhere present. all time. 

The transition from the consideration the primary belief 
the infinity time and space examination the 
primary character mathematical truth easy and natural. 
For pure mathematics the science time 
Arithmetic the science number, but number the result 
succession, and succession the essence time. 
wise geometry the science space. The definite exami- 
nation few the fundamental truths mathematics 
proves their primary character. Geometry based upon 
the proposition that line the shortest distance 
between two points. This belief bears the test the laws 
all primary beliefs. self-evident. cannot 
proved. Geometry assumes its truth all its developments. 
The truth its contrary is, moreover, inconceivable. That 
straight line not the shortest path between two points 

Die Welt als Wille und Vorstellung, ii. 55. 
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image which the mind cannot construct. is, still fur- 
ther, necessary and universal belief. All men cannot 
it, and all assent its truth. 
again, simple belief. its own support, although 
all geometry rests upon it. Similar conclusions regarding 
the primary character mathematical truths are discovered 
investigating the nature the two allied propositions 
which are the foundations arithmetic, that equals are 
added subtracted from equals the results are equal. 
The propositions are self-evident, axiomatic; the truth 
their contraries they are necessary, man 
must believe them; universal and ultimate, they cannot 
separated into simpler conceptions. From these princi- 
ples, together with the geometrical proposition just examined, 
may deduced the entire science pure but 
the truths which form the foundation are the primary and 
inexplicable beliefs which are ingrained the human mind. 
The sixth belief which shall investigate relates the 
laws thought. These laws are recognized common 
consent, the law identity, whatever is; the law 
contradiction, nothing can both and not be; and the law 
excluded middle, everything must either not be. 
The primary character these laws past questioning. 
They are self-evident. That Ais Ais simply 
identical proposition, and explanation can add its 
clearness. That also cannot once and not and 
the terms. So, moreover, the impossibility conceiving the 
truth the contraries these laws evident attempt 
construct mental image these contraries. That 
outside the realm both being and not-being absolutely 
inconceivable. Necessary and universal, still again, are these 
laws. accordance with them man must reason; not 
always, seldom directly, conscious them, but all his 
mental processes are, and must be, conducted the methods 
which they indicate. Accordingly they are universal 


application and, far the finite mind can consider, they 
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also, they are ultimate principles, which other propositions 
may reduced, but which are themselves irreducible 
simpler elements. 

now come the examination one those questions 
philosophy than which none more important, the 
subject intenser contention among the schools, viz. the 
question causality, the law causation. This Jaw 
not that every effect must have cause, for this proposition 
simply analytical judgment. The concept effect cannot 
formed without also forming that cause. But the law 
causality that every change every event must have 
cause. Without pausing consider the eight different 
schools into which metaphysicians are divided respecting 
the origin the law, proceed, the case the 
beliefs already examined, apply the tests this belief also. 
it, first, self-evident? The very fact that philosophers 
have arrived many and diverse conclusions reference 
the law establishes presumption that fails meet the 
test this law. But this presumption overthrown, and 
the primary character the belief certified each indi- 
vidual’s self-introspection. reflects upon the operations 
his own mind, perceives the relation between his 
intellections and emotions, between his emotions and volitions, 
between his volitions and deeds, sees intuition that 
every mental change must have cannot proved 
argument. intuition. The same principle 
applies the external world. The occurrence event 
instantaneously points him back cause. There 
process reasoning. The mind springs the belief that 
the event was, must have been, caused. Similarly, im- 
possible conceive that event not caused. The state- 
ment absurd. better subject ridicule than 
reasoning. The belief is, moreover, necessary. Man not 
only does, must, assent its truth. the basis 
its truth constantly reasons, and realizes that abolish 
the principle impossible. The human consciousness testi- 


{ 
| ‘ 


1881.] THE FUNDAMENTAL LAWS BELIEF. 315 


fies that cannot but believe that every event must have 
cause. Events conceives chain, which the position 
each link determined its predecessor and determines 
the position its successor. The necessity indicated 
the experience the young well the old, bar- 
barous well civilized people. So, therefore, 
also universal belief acknowledged is, finally, 
ultimate principle. primary revelation the 
human intellect. Its origin may about, but 
does not admit explanation. may explain derived and 
secondary principles, but its ultimateness itself in- 
explicable. 

means these five laws self-evidence, 
bility the truth the contrary, necessity, universality, 
and ultimateness, have indicated the primary character 
the beliefs the personal existence the thinker, 
the trustworthiness consciousness, personal identity, 
the infinity space and time, the fundamental truths 
the laws thought, and the principle 
causality. These regard the entire catalogue the 
necessary beliefs man; others which bear the semblance 
primary and necessary nature can derived from them. 
But once the question springs the lips, not the belief 
the existence God necessary? Upon question are phi- 
losophers more divided than upon this. But the opinion 
those who maintain that this belief not necessary must in- 
cline and this position justified brief consideration 
the definition God. Dr. Calderwood argues with great 
force for the necessary character the belief,and maintains 
that embraces belief the existence the only Infinite 
and Absolute one Infinite Intelligence, the Holy 
God, the self-existent, all-powerful First Cause, Sustainer, 
and Ruler all finite could demon- 
strated that the mind has primary belief the exist- 
ence Infinite and Absolute Being the one Infinite 
Intelligence,” would difficult show how the mind 
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Cause, Sustainer, and Ruler all finite Granted 
that the mind does believe all this, not thereby acknowl- 
edged that the belief primary. The belief will not bear 
the first test self-evidence. The same conclusion also 
made evident the explication more exact definition, 
both philosophically and theologically, the Supreme 
person whom all finite beings are 
ultimately dependent, and who endowed with every excel- 
that have primary belief that God person, surely 
not self-evident that him all finite beings are ultimately 
dependent,” and still less apparent that “is endowed 
with every excellence degree infinite and perfect. This 
belief will not bear the test the fundamental laws. 
must, therefore, decline admit the belief the being 
God into the catalogue the primary beliefs man. 
This belief hold derived from the union the belief 
the existence the thinker with the belief relating the 
law causation. But the discussion this interesting 
question would carry outside the domain the subject. 
The conclusion arrived at, however, should remarked, 
does not weaken the force the arguments adduced prove 
the existence God. The teleological, the cosmological, 
and the ontological arguments must still allowed retain 
the weight which has been attributed them every great 
philosopher, with the exception Kant, since Descartes. 
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ARTICLE VI. 


THE SYNTAX 


THE LATE REV. ROBERT HUTCHESON, WASHINGTON, IOWA. 


the time Jerome philologists have been working 
puzzle the etymology this word and its equivalent 
view the use made the latter Gal. 16. 

The etymology and the collective use the word, both 
Hebrew and Greek are sufficiently familiar; but the 
syntax has not been generally examined. fact, find 
but one writer, Windishmann, Roman Catholic, cited 
Alford loco), who even hints it, and neither these 
have worked out. 

Gen. iv. 25, when Eve says Seth has appointed 
another seed instead Abel, whom Cain slew,” where 
the reference evidently the individuals. The Targum 
Onkelos, well those Ben Uzziel and Jerusalem, here 
The LXX has (so also Aquila), and 
noticeable, passing, that they also render 
Deut. xxv. here the sense might doubt between the 
individual and the collective sense, but Targum Onkelos has 
while the other Targums avoid the expression. Possibly 
the individual sense may have been the apostle’s mind 
when, xi. 22, says: “Are they the seed Abra- 
ham? this may be, essentially the same 
argument that Gal. iii. used Peter 
Acts iii. quoting Gen. xxii. 17, 18, which refer- 
ence also made Ps. 17. must then 
some principle, well known the time, which enabled these 
several Hebrews certain cases take not collec- 
tive, but individual sense. this usage other instances 
will given farther on. 
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The word frequent occurrence and its 


with nouns, adjectives, and verbs shows nothing our pur- 
pose. With the adjective seldom used except with the 
indeclinable Other adjectives always agree form with 
even when the connection shows plural idea, 
Ezra 25; Isa. With verbs when used 
collectively, like other collective nouns, takes either sin- 
gular (15 times), plural (11 times), both the same 
connection, Gen. xv. 13; Ps. xxii. Isa. liv. 

The peculiarity its syntax connection with the pro- 
importance connection with the apostolical argument. 
The Hebrew idiom requires that plural pronoun should 
used represent its collective sense, and singular 
pronoun for its individual sense. 

This rule absolute and uniform, and marked distinc- 
tion from the use the noun, adjective, and verb. The 
pronoun must plural cover the collective sense the 
singular shows absolutely that only one intended. The 
same usage may seen onr English word sheep and its 
pronouns Isa. liii. All we, like sheep, have gone 
astray,” etc.; sheep before her shearers dumb, 
openeth not his mouth.” 

scarcely necessary give instances the plural 
use. single crucial instance may suffice. Jer. xxx. 
said, Therefore, fear thou servant Jacob, 
saith the neither dismayed, Israel; for will 
save thee from afar, and thy seed from the land their cap- 
tivity.” Here “seed made identical with Jacob,” 
and the same things are predicated 
predicates, and pronouns (of which 
there are more than thirty the entire connection), are all 
singular except the pronoun seed distin- 
guished from all its adjuncts, and this plural. Jer. xlvi. 
follows the same construction. Other instances the 
plural pronoun with the collective are Gen. xv. 13; 
xvii. 7-9; Ex. xxx. 21; Lev. xxi. 17; Kings xvii. 20; 
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Chron. xx. Neh. ix. Ps. 27; Isa 
Jer. xxiii. xxxiii. 26; Ezek. xx. 5-12. These passages 
embrace forty-eight pronouns the plural representing seed 
the sense collective posterity. four cases (Deut. 
iv. 37; 15; and Isa. xli. used collectively and 
the pronoun the singular; but they form exception 
the since these cases the thee does not refer 
seed its proper antecedent, but the people then 
living, who are the subject the address. These are all the 
cases which collective occurs with the pronoun. 

Turning now the use with the singular pronoun, 
the examples are less numerous, but equally decisive, and 
contain all twenty-three pronouns. Sam (the 
prayer Hannah), thou wilt give thine handmaid 
man child [marg. seed then will give him 
the all the days his life, and there shall razor 
come his head.” evidently used indi- 
vidual sense, and all the pronouns relating are the 
singular. also Sam. vii. 12-15, will set thy 
seed after thee, which shall proceed out thy bowels, and 
will establish his kingdom. shall build house for 
name, and will establish the throne his kingdom forever. 
his iniquity will chastise him,..... but mercy shall 
not depart from him took from Saul.” both these 
instances the LXX translate and all the 
ancient versions use the singular pronoun throughout. The 
application the latter passage typically Christ Heb. 
does not interfere with the grammar; for Solomon was 
the type his greater descendant, not collective capacity, 
but individually, personally, officially, royally. xvii. 
11-14 another record the same transaction, varied suffi- 
ciently its diction show another hand, yet adheres 
throughout the same syntax, which followed all 
the ancient versions; the LXX, usual, rendering 

Let now look Gen. iii. 15: Thy seed and her 


seed. shall bruise thy head, and shalt bruise his 
Here the LXX again have and all the ancient 
versions, including the Samaritan, have singular pronouns, 
except the Targums Ben Uzziel and Jerusalem. These 
interpret collectively, although referring the promise 
days the king Messiah.” does not matter 
how multitudinous are the serpent’s [spiritual] seed, nor 
how countless the posterity Eve; the pronoun selects One 
the efficient power procuring the triumph. Eve herself 
evidently understood it, appears from Gen. iv. though 
mistaken its application while we, later revelation (as 
John iii. Rom. xvi. 20) are abundantly assured the 
individuality the conqueror here foretold. 

Ezek. xvii. not strictly cited instance, 
since the phrase there the king’s the 
theless, the reference the individual Zedekiah, son 
Jehoiachim, and the pronouns the Hebrew, the 
ancient versions, are the singular. This instance may 
for what worth. 

Before passing the promise made Abraham, may 
well ask there are exceptions this rule. 


one can alleged, Isa. xlviii. 19: Thy seed also had been 


the sand, and the offspring thy bowels like the gravel 
name should not have been cut off nor destroyed 
from before the text here may fairly considered 
doubtful. The Vulgate and Syriac have translated the 
Authorized Version; but the LXX change the pronoun 
“thy,” thus introducing different antecedent, and making 
the whole passage more homogeneous: thy peace..... thy 
righteousness ..... thy offspring ..... thy 
larly the Targum Jonathan has the name Israel shall not 
cease,” etc. the original text was that which repre- 
sented the LXX and the Targum the exception vanishes 
if, however, they found the text have now, they 
avoided the grammatical anomaly modifying the expres- 
sion. But even the text stands, and without resorting 
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the explanation anomaly allowed the necessities 
the poetic rhythm, the pronoun may well back for its 
antecedent ver. 15, and thus have reference all 
apparent exception, therefore, not sustained, 
both account doubt concerning the text, and, this 
correct, account doubt the real antecedent 
the pronoun. 

may now back take the two remaining pas- 
sages; the first which immediately involved the 
apostolic argument, and the second which dependent 
upon the first. Gen. blessing will bless thee, 


multiplying will multiply thy seed the stars 


heaven and the sand upon the and thy seed 
shall possess the gate his enemies.” Here first, 
promise covering all the multitudinous posterity Abraham, 
and then, the construction, selection One who shall 
bring forth judgment unto victory,” and whom “all the 
nations the earth shall The reference 
pronoun, agreement with the primeval promise Gen. 
iii. 15, which would seem that Abraham must have under- 
stood here renewed his own descendant. The ancient 
versions appear not have recognized the prophecy here the 
LXX and the Samaritan omit the pronoun altogether, the 
various Targums substitute the plural thy for 
and all seem have understood the word collectively. 
Yet the application made the passage Ps. 
(where does not occur) all the versions understand 
individually, and unquestionably interpreted Peter 
Acts iii. 25,26. the general fact, that the expectation 
the Jews, well all other nations, was deliver- 
ance through personal Redeemer, impossible here 
enter; but this fact, once admitted, helps appreciate 
how Abraham must have understood this promise. For our 
present purpose rely only the syntax the construc- 
tion with the singular pronoun. 


The remaining passage, already said, dependent upon 
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this. Gen. xxiv. 60, the blessing given Rebecca 
her Aramite friends: thy seed possess the gate 
them that hate almost all translators, ancient 
modern, except Luther, have either omitted the pronoun 
altogether else have substituted, like the Authorized Ver- 
sion, the plural for the singular, hate and have thus 
altogether missed the Messianic sense the passage. But 
the original the singular pronoun clear, and doubtless, 
the mouths these relatives Abraham, reminiscence 
the promise made him, and prayer that may 
fulfilled through the wife his son. 

Thus every case construed with the singular pronoun 
(with the very doubtful exception Isa. 19) seen 
have individual reference, and Paul Gal. iii. 16, 
quoting the promise Abraham with its singular pronoun, 
was abundantly justified giving individual applica- 
tion: The grammatical sense, even indepen- 
dent theological tradition, afforded sound basis for his 
argument. 

regard the LXX usage, will observed that they 
not always give the pronoun, the last two cases 
cited, not being able recognize the meaning the con- 
struction, and therefore here, often elsewhere, avoiding 
the difficulty altogether. But whenever they give the pro- 
noun all they render the singular the singular, 
Gen. iii. 15, and other cases already cited. Greek usage 
indeed, even Hellenistic, does not require plural pronoun for 
the collective might have been but could not 
have been The LXX translators therefore were aware 
of, and have everywhere recognized the rule, that the pronoun 
always determines the value whether many one. 
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ARTICLE VII. 


NOTE ACTS XI. 26. 


REV. FREDERIC GARDINER, D.D., PROFESSOR BERKELEY DIVINITY 
SCHOOL, MIDDLETOWN, CONN. 


the locality the origin the Christian name this 
text leaves doubt; but the source and the reason 
have been much questioned. Itcould not have been given 
which the Jews would never have applied the followers 
the hated Nazarene. The form the expression implies 
that the disciples did not invent for themselves, although 
Suidas has been erroneously appealed favor this 
The supposition that was given the disciples 
the heathen has therefore been quite generally, though 
hope show incorrectly, accepted. 

The adoption this name marks important era the 
growth and progress the church. the body 
the disciples had been almost exclusively composed Jews, 
and hence had not’ been clearly separated from them the 
eyes the Gentiles; hereafter the Gentile element more 
and more predominated, and the adoption distinctive 
name marks this transition and indicates great growth 
converts, especially Gentile converts, called for such 
marking out the Christian body. involves also 
recognition the world Christ the centre and source 
the new religion now spreading with such rapidity. The 

Suidas, s.v., often referred saying that the name was given 
Euodius, Bp. Antioch. What really says, however, not this, but only 
that the name came use the time his consecration. His words are: 
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origin the name therefore considered view 
its importance and the importance the juncture when 
was given. 

Its origin becomes apparent upon careful examination 
the words the text. the first place, the word 
look the grammatical form alone, may 
regarded under exactly the same regimen with the pre- 
ceding that the subject the one would the 
subject the other, and urged that this construction 
favored the particle the two clauses, 
which denotes something additional rather than co-ordinate. 
Under this view the translation would be, came pass 
that they [Barnabas and Saul] ..... taught much people 
and called the disciples Christians first Antioch.” The 
serious objection this view that seems be- 
long that class verbs (like etc.) which 
assume the active voice neuter signification. in- 
deed used often enough with the accusative Adyos (sing. 
pl.), with the relative referring (Jer. xxxii. 16; 
xxxvi. 23; and Alex. xxxvii. this rather completes 
the sense the verb itself than forms proper 
Josephus used with personal object the dative 
(ib. 14). Whether the proposed construction al- 
lowable, therefore, must left doubtful. patristic Greek 
almost precisely parallel passage may cited from Basil 
used transitively giving name and sy- 
nonymous with 

The point interest, however, the sense always at- 
tached the word Hellenistic Greek. classic Greek 
later, from the time Polybius (i.e. from early the 
second century, down, came have the sense take 
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and bear name title. The common exposition the 
text doubtless due this later classical usage. But this 
one the many cases which especially necessary 
observe the Hellenistic, distinction from the classical 
usage; for the Scriptures and Josephus 
throughout sense unusual least the classics, though 
testified Wolff Phil. Luke ii. 26), Suicer 
verb. II. and Pearson (Creed, Art. note, 10). 


Three instances Josephus have already been cited, and 


all these used divine communication, the name 
being expressed. 

times the LXX and nine the New Testament and al- 
ways, with one possible exception, the same way, although 
frequently without the mention the divine name. The 
passages are: Kings xviii. 27; mocking the 
prophets Baal, says: with great voice, for 
and perhaps the same time ora- 
(not “is Here, although the word used 
irony false god, evidently refers divine commu- 
nications. Job xl. 3(Eng. 8); God says Job, Dost thou 
wrongly, that thou canst show thyself just? Jer. 
xxxii. (Eng. xxv. 50) occurs twice; “The Lord from 
high (A.V. shall roar), from His holy place 
shall utter His voice, (A.V. shall migh- 
tily xxxiii. (Eng. xxvi.) occurs twice; 
saith the Lord, Stand the court the Lord’s house 
and all the Jews, and all that come 
worship the Lord’s house, all the words which com- 
mand thee speak unto them.” Again, 
xxxvi. (Eng. xxix.) the Lord denounces judgment upon 
those who have spoken lying words 
name which have not commanded them.” 
(Eng. xxx.) 2,“ Thus speaketh the Lord God Israel, saying, 
Write all Adyous ods words which 
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have told (Eng. xxxvi.) and the Vat- 
ican text substitutes and but the Alex- 
andrine reading still shows the usage the word: God 
commands Jeremiah take book and write 
therein all ods words which 
have spoken,” and ver. the phraseology the same ex- 
cept that necessarily the third person. 
all these passages the word used exclusively divine 
communication. true that this made plain either 
the nominative the immediate connection; but the 
point that, occurring often, never occurs any other 
sense. 

the New Testament used generally the pas- 
sive (six times), and all these the words God” are 
supplied our translation except Luke ii. 26, where the 
text itself supplies tod tod dyiov. Acts 
22, the text already has but our trans- 
lators have still supplied God.” The passages are 
Matt. Lukeii. 26; Acts 22; Heb. viii. xi. 
all referring divine communications. the three re- 
maining passages the active; one them, Acts 
xi. 26, the passage under discussion, another Rom. vii. 
which the only one that may thought exceptional. Here 
the woman who marries another while her husband yet liv- 
ing bear the name adulteress. 
But quo foro? The word may seem here revert 
simply its later classical usage bearing but 
the apostle declaring the divine law the matter. 
such consequence was attached the act those days 
either human law human opinion, and would seem 
therefore that the writer must have had mind the associ- 
ation the word which was accustomed the LXX, 
and have meant, shall bear with God the name, adul- 
The only remaining instance Heb. xii. 25, 
where used not directly monition God, but 
one speaking His express command: they escaped 
not who refused him spake earth.” 


This slight variation from usage accounted for the fact 
that the Greek this has duty also for 
the next clause, how muth more we, turning away from 
tov These are all the passages which the 
word occurs the Scriptures and, far known, Jose- 
phus, and will observed that never used, either ac- 
tively passively, otherwise than connection with some 
divine communication. 

The noun occurs twice Macc. and once 
divine direction having come him, commanded 
the tabernacle,” etc. According xi. 17, Lysias had failed 
attempt Jerusalem, being defeated Bethsura 
divine help. therefore wrote the Jews, saying that 
had received the prescribed, and was pre- 
pared grant its demands. Now, whatever may have been 
the fact, all parties, including the writer Macc., evidently 
considered the not what called our 
version —an unheard-of sense the 
but that which was demanded the God the Jews. 
Rom. xi. apostle recounts the complaint Elijah, 
and adds, But what saith the the answer 
God— unto him?” Our translators have supplied the divine 
name evidently because they considered involved the 
word itself. other derivative words are used Scripture. 

the simplicity the early days the faith was 
customary refer all things directly the divine guidance. 
When this taken connection with the universal association 
the word Scripture, would seem have been the in- 
tention the writer the Acts say that the disciples 
were called Christians first Antioch divine direction. 
This inference will strengthened the construction 
admitted which put the same regimen 
with but has its own probability without refer- 
ence that construction. 

The name thus regarded divinely but 
twice afterwards the New Testament, Acts xxvi. and 


328 PREFACE LUKE’S GOSPEL. April, 


Pet. iv. 16; but was, doubtless, henceforward the com- 
mon name the disciples the Lord. fresh interest 
gathers round when recognized neither self-assumed, 
nor given enemies, but regarded the disciples them- 
selves given them under the divine direction. 


ARTICLE VIII. 


DOES THE PREFACE LUKE’S GOSPEL BELONG ALSO 
THE ACTS? 


PROF. LEMUEL POTWIN, WESTERN RESERVE COLLEGE, HUDSON, OHIO. 


> \ , ” a > a 

, > a , 

Quoniam quidem multi conati sunt ordinare narrationem 
quae nobis completae sunt rerum, sicut tradiderunt nobis, 
qui initio ipsi viderunt ministri fuerunt sermonis, visum 
est mihi, assecuto omnia principio diligenter, ordine 
tibi scribere, optime Theophile, cognoscas eorum verborum, 
quibus eruditus es, veritatem. (Vulgate.) 


many have taken hand set forth 
order declaration those things which are most surely 
believed among us, even they delivered them unto us, 
which from the beginning were eye-witnesses and ministers 
the seemed good also, having had perfect 
understanding all things from the very first, write unto 
thee order, most excellent Theophilus, that thou mightest 
know the certainty those things wherein thou hast been 
instructed.” 
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Reading this preface with our question mind, one 
notices, 

That there express limitation confining the com- 
ing narrative the life Christ. Such limitation would 
very natural, were intended write the Gospel only. 
The very language required may found the first verse 
the Acts; and might expect Luke write, seemed 
good also relate all that Jesus began both and 
teach until the day which was taken up.” Such not 
his statement. Even the name Jesus not found. This 
cannot due brevity, for the preface, though but single 
sentence, not concise, but somewhat ample style. 
true that take for granted that belongs the 
Gospel only, appropriate enough, but much more 
appropriate not confined that. hardly necessary 
add that this point account should made the 
order the books the Canon. The matter should 
viewed precisely the book the Acts followed immedi- 
ately after the Gospel Luke with the intervention 
more than few blank lines and title. Doubtless Luke 
himself issued the two together after both had been written. 

Some the expressions the preface foreshadow 
longer period than covered the Gospel. The connected 
cerning those things which have become matters full 
conviction among Theophilus know the certainty 
the instructions has received and Luke write 
order,’ because has made careful investigation 
things from the beginning The promise, then, 
over all the facts embraced the Christian faith, and 
confirm all the usual instructions given converts. 
Could this promise fulfilled without saying even word 
about the outpouring the Spirit Would one 
writing more than twenty years after that Pentecost, promise 
account all essential Christian facts, and yet not mean 
say anything those glorious years which were the crown 


and fulfilment Christ’s earthly life? Further, his prom- 
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ise based knowing “all things from the 
Does not this suggest that will bring the history down 
from the beginning about the time writing? The mo- 
ment cease take for granted that this preface applies 
the Gospel only, its expressions look towards larger pur- 
pose. were subsequent book the same writer, 
could, indeed, interpret these expressions narrower 
sense, or, with Meyer, philosophical sense, indicating 
that the gospel-history the sure foundation Christianity. 
But not better say that the writer these large 
promises, after fulfilling down his pen for short 
time, and then took again and fulfilled the rest 

One thing seems, first view, oppose what have now 
urged. Luke appears disclaim the character eye-wit- 
ness, and depend for his authority those who were 
and ministers the and yet the 
latter part the Acts writes eye-witness the life 
Paul. regard this, these points should noted: 
(1) The largest part the Acts dependent the tes- 
timony others the Gospel. (2) Even the original 
portions —the nine chapters the close, and part the 
sixteenth are largely made the testimony Paul, 
minister the word.” (8) would seem pressing 
the language unduly insist that nothing whatever should 
added from personal observation. (4) the preface 
were written may well have been —the 
author may not have known precisely what point his nar- 
would stop. 

The introduction the Acts harmonizes with the idea 
that the book continuation originally intended, and not 
afterthought. The first two verses are follows: Tov 

notice here the absence any proper preface, like 
that which prefixed the Gospel. The introductory mat- 
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ter simply statement the ground already gone over 
the Gospel, followed re-statement (ver. 3-12), with 
additions, the account the parting words and the ascen- 
sion, found the closing verses the Gospel. This 
what expect the Acts were Part II. con- 
tinuous history. This impression confirmed the 
opening words, which refer the Gospel tov 
The word itself favors this view somewhat, 
but not decisive. Those who have not wholly forgotten 
their will recall that the opening sentence 
each book after Book with single exception, Xenophon 
gives summary the events gone over 
The referred the opening the second book 
Book the other cases means the narrative contained 
all the preceding books; but case does designate 
work other than the Anabasis. Herodotus his sec- 
ond book (38) says matters afterwards mentioned 
certain offerings Croesus mentioned Book 92, 
usage just like that the Latin There the same 
usage Greek later than New Testament times. are 
not aware any such usage the New Testament 
the Greek that period, unless this the Acts case 
it. not urge this. The whole phrase, however, 
Tov seems like the numbering distinct por- 
tions work. Luke had meant former (or the 
former) work gave etc., should expect 
instead The distinction these 
two words, often disregarded later Greek (as with first” 
and English), would observed here because 
the difference significant. would inappro- 
priate designate separate work, unless meant the 
work the author ever wrote, meaning here out 
the question. might have had, leaving the question 
fully open, (as Acts xiii. 35, Heb. 
Dionysius Halicarnassus, who died B.c. says (Ant. 74), 
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The entire impression seems that this 
the promised the preface. 

generally agreed that Luke did actually write the 
Acts shortly after the Gospel. therefore very improb- 
able that did not have mind doing when began 
the Gospel. not, indeed, likely that his familiarity with 
the later events led him follow back its sources 
the whole history? Thus the Acts, while yet 
unwritten, would give rise the Gospel. Alford thinks 
(Proleg. Luke, sec. iv.) that least five years intervened 
between the publication the Gospel and the Acts; and his 
principal reason that the account the ascension much 
fuller the latter, indicating access additional informa- 
tion. But how long can assume that would take 
historian get new information? might five years 
five days. very diligent and careful investigator, like 
Luke, would quite likely find soon late. 
can see good ground for questioning the common opinion 
that the Gospel was written but short time before the 
say, during the two years Paul’s first imprison- 
ment. this so, the preface can hardly divorced from 
the Acts. 

the question before were the time the com- 
position the Gospel should reverse this argument, and 
infer from the preface that the Gospel was written. but 
very short time before the Acts. 

Our general conclusion, then, that the preface the 
Gospel not such one would written after both 
works were completed, but that was written with both 
mind. Whatever may have been the interval publication, 
the whole work might entitled, The history the estab- 
Vol. II. The manifestation the Holy Spirit, and the found- 
ing the church. 
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ARTICLE 


REMARKS JONATHAN EDWARDS THE TRINITY. 
EDWARDS PARK. 


preceding Article this subject contains (pp. 
177) the concluding paragraphs Edwards’s Treatise 
Grace.” Mr. Grosart his Introduction this Treatise 
says: shall surprised this Treatise not once 
take rank with its kindred one, the Religious 
There it, think, the massive argumentation his 
great work, The Will;’ but there is, addition, fine- 
ness spiritual insight, holy fervor not untinged with the 
pathetic the English Mystics, of. Peter Sterry 
and Archbishop Leighton, and —especially toward the close— 
rapturous exultation the ‘excellency and loveliness’ 
God, glow iteration, the wonder and beauty and 
blessedness Divine Love, and splendor assertion 
the CLAIMS,so speak, God the Holy Spirit, which 

Mr. Grosart has doubt that the Treatise was intended 
for one the most accomplished 
and voluminous editors now living, his opinion entitled 
great regard. There are reasons, however, for supposing 
that Edwards penning the Treatise intended for the 
press afterward abandoned the intention, and formed 
new plan for volume the same theme. There are con- 
clusive reasons for supposing that had published the 
Treatise now under review would have made more con- 
sistent with itself and with his other writings; would have 
omitted some irreconcilable assertions, and have added some 
complemental definitions. its present shape must 


Sclections from the Unpublished Writings Jonathan Edwards, 12. 
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look upon look upon one Michael Angelo’s unfin- 
ished statues, and Michael Angelo himself looked upon 
the Torso the Vatican. Some the reasons for this 
opinion may suggested the following criticisms. 

attempting explain Edwards’s view the Trini- 
_tarian doctrine must remember that the doctrine 
distinct from hypothesis theory regarding it. 

Although the two words hypothesis and theory are often 
used synonymous with each other, yet they are clearly 
distinguished from the facts doctrine which the two 
words relate. Sometimes the term hypothesis denotes 
supposition which may account for explain certain facts, 
but not recommended our belief positive argument 
while the word theory used denote supposition which 
does account for explain the facts, and supported 
positive argument. When hypothesis becomes probable 
sometimes called theory. one case there may 
diversified proofs for the theory; another case the only 
proof derived from the that the theory 
the best one only one which accounts for explains the 
facts the doctrine. may authorized believe the 
doctrine, however, whether adopt one another neither 
the various hypotheses theories regard it. 

Sometimes the word theory used denote general 
collection inferences compressed into principles and drawn 
from various facts from doctrine. may accept the 
facts the doctrine while reject every inference drawn 
from them. 

Again, the word theory often used denote that which, 
although believed, has practical value. thus distin- 
guished from doctrine, for this has important relation 
practice. Theologians often speak doctrine general 
and fundamental principle which cannot safely reject, 
while they describe theory the doctrine speculation 
regard the details the principle, and not regard 
ultimate momentous truth. They may hold the 
truth with this, that, speculation regard it. 


q 
q 
| i 
4 
i 
5 
4 
4 
| 


1881.] JONATHAN EDWARDS THE TRINITY. 


They not give the name doctrine such views the 
Trinity are expounded philosophers like Hegel and 
Schelling, for these views reach only the head, but not 
touch the heart; and are therefore distinguished theory, 
and theologians are apt disparage theorizer. 

astronomer may believe certain phenomena the 
heavens and may explain them the Ptolemaic theory. 
may then reject this theory and adopt the Copernican 
and afterward abandon the Copernican and have theory 
all, but still may cling his original belief the astro- 
nomical phenomena. 

theologian may adopt the following definition the 
Trinity: The Father God; the Son God; the Holy 
Spirit God; the three are distinct from each other 
necessity their very substance; neither God without the 
others; and there only one God. the doctrine, 
stated without using technical terms. 

theory the doctrine is, that God only one person 
the psychological sense that word, but exists three 
distinct modes, ontological and necessary modes sub- 
sistence, and not modes mere action manifestation. 
The first these modes the ground which dis- 
proper for him perform one class official acts 
the second the ground which distinctively proper 
for him perform another class official acts the third 
the ground which distinctively proper for him 
perform still different class. each mode distinct 
from the other two, each called distinction. each 
the ontological basis distinct property, each called 
subsistence, hypostasis. each the ontological basis 
which personal acts ultimately depend, each called 
person technical, not the philosophical, sense the 
word. these modes relative the other two, 
each called internal relation. God said exist 
the three modes, distinctions, persons, relations; and the 
three are said exist him; and the three are said be, 
well in, the one God. this theory the differ- 
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ent have only one consciousness, one will, one 
set attributes; the unity being plain, the triality being 
mysterious. different theory that the three divine Per- 
sons have each distinct consciousness, distinct will, 
distinct set attributes; the unity being mysterious and 
the triality plain. modification this theory that the 
Godhead consists three minds, each one which has 
consciousness the other two, and thus one with them. 

not uncommon theory that the infinite mind differen- 
tiates itself from itself, and then unites itself with itself 
the subject projecting itself into object consciousness 
the first Hypostasis; the object being known the subject 
the second Hypostasis; the knowledge identifying the 
object with the subject, the love, uniting the two, the 
third Hypostasis. This general proposition diversified 
forms lies the basis theories which not exhibit 
the surface. the earlier period his life Melancthon 
said: These mysteries [tlie doctrines God, the Trinity, the 
person Christ] are better reverenced than inquired into.” 
later period defined the Trinity “the eternal 
necessary process the divine self-consciousness, which 
God, whose thoughts are realities, eternally sets himself over 
against himself, but also again unites with 

The same individual may rise out one theory into 
another, and still retain the doctrine intact. may form 
some crude hypothesis regarding the Trinity before knows 
what the word hypothesis means; outgrows one theory 
after another before has learned express any theory 
words. his childhood prompted materialistic 
speculation the ecclesiastical pictures the Father, the 
Infant, and the Dove. afterward forms different hy- 
pothesis noticing the emblematic triangle painted the 
cathedral window. Still later may adopt theory like 
that Dr. William Ames, who describes the Trinity 
shadowed out the similitude that the Father Deus intel- 


Dorner’s History Protestant Theology, Vol. pp. 195, 196; Bibliotheca 
Sacra, Vol. iii. pp. 530, 531. 
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ligens, producing the act understanding 
speaking; the Son Deus intellectus begotten the 
the Holy Spirit Deus dilectus breathed forth from the 
Father and the Son. President Edwards was familiar with 
this theory Ames; when student Yale College 
recited Ames’s Medulla every Saturday and 
Ames were equally Trinitarian doctrine; yet the theory 
propounded Edwards his Treatise Grace that the 
Son rather than the Father represented Deus 
intelligens, and the Holy Spirit Deus diligens rather than 
Deus dilectus. 

are now led the question: What was Edwards’s 
often stated theologians who are writing incidentally and 
not expressly upon his five hundred manuscripts 
there has not been found sentence expressing any doubt 
regard the Trinity defined one his favorite au- 
thors: but one God. The Father that one 
God. The Son that one God. The Holy Ghost that 
one God. The Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost are 
three distinct statement, however, 
that the Holy Spirit the mutual love the Father and the 
Son, has been inferred that Edwards believed duality 
rather than triality the Supreme Being. This not 
enough. must suppose that resolved the third 
Person into mere love, then must suppose that resolved 
the second Person into mere knowledge and the for- 
mer theory prove him have believed more than two 
divine Persons, the latter theory proves him have believed 
more than one. speaks the second Hypostasis 
the wisdom God; and says that, Love, 
the designation the Holy Spirit, Reason, Understand- 

See Memoir Hopkins (ed. 1854), 13; and more particularly American 
Quarterly Register, Vol. viii. pp. 17, 215. 

See preceding Article pages 157, 158. 

Skelton’s Works, Vol. 351. cites the writings Skelton 
reference the Trinity more frequently than cites any other author, even 


the Chevalier Ramsay. 
Vou. No. 150. 
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ing, personal wisdom, Adyos, the designation the Son 
Elsewhere lays down the principle that the term 
when speaking the true God, used [in] two 
ways: (1) the Deity, the Divine Nature; (2) the first 
Person the Godhead, who God economically, divines 
express Considering this principle interpretation 
should suppose that Edwards would interpret the ex- 
pression John iv. God love,” referring the 
whole Trinity, else the first Person it; but no, 
refers the third person, for the Holy Spirit 
peculiar manner called the name Love.”® should 
also suppose that Edwards would interpret John 5,“ God 
referring either the three Persons united, 
the first the three but no, refers the 
Does suppose that the second Person the reason, the 
faculty knowing, the knowledge itself? Here, 
perhaps, his words are ambiguous. says that the second 
Person the wisdom, understanding, word, light, reason, 
image, idea All these words may denote 
exercise the faculty knowing. The words image and 
idea may used objectively,as Dr. Ramsay and 
but they may also used subjectively, denoting act 
mental modification the mind itself. 
sermon which Edwards preached June 1744 Deut. 
xviii. may explain his use these terms. says that 
Christ fit person reveal whatsoever need know, 
being himself the wisdom After what manner 
Called the history Christ’s life the New Testa- 
ment, Luke xi. 49...... Hence must 
Omniscience not only infinitely wise, infinite wisdom 

See 160. Manuscript Sermon. 158-160, above. 

See 160. See pp. 160-163. 

See 182, vi. vii. should remarked, however, that Ramsay uses 
these words ambiguously, and says that the Son the idea, image, word, light, 


wisdom, knowledge, truth, representation God. Some these words denote 
subjective state. 
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itself...... That fit the light the world which 
not only bright, but light brightness itself...... 
light. knowledge itself, and the infinite fountain 
all knowledge, much the sun light.” 

According this theory, that the Son wisdom itself, the 
regenerate soul partakes the second Person well the 
third. the renewal the soul there imparted true 
sense the divine and superlative excellency the things 
this apprehension things spiritual 
the second Person the Trinity light, the third 
Person love; therefore when God imparts this spiritual 
light the soul immediately communicates 
“there nothing the creature receives that so, much 
God light the sun.”! Edwards remarks that 
“we read the saints having fellowship and communion 
with the Father and with the Son, never their having 
fellowship with the Holy Ghost,” but read the com- 
munion the Holy Ghost, which are two very different 
things so-he implies (as must the principle the 
one person another) that the saints have the communion 
the Son, they partake him, for they partake wisdom, 
and wisdom the nature, light the nature and the 
name the Son. 

our land and time is, indeed, unusual speak thus 
the second Person the Trinity, and still more unusual 
say, with Edwards, that the third Person the love and 
delight which the first and second Persons have each 
other; the love and joy, the holiness and happiness 
expressions imply any distrust the doctrine the Trinity, 

See Edwards’s Discussion the Reality Spiritual Light, Works (ed. 
1843), Vol. iv. pp. 448, 438-450. 


See 166, above. 
See pp. 161-168, 174, 
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then some the most pronounced Trinitarians the world 
have betrayed similar distrust. For example: large 
variety forms Augustine speaks the Logos the wisdom 
and the Holy Spirit the love God; represents love 
implying which loves, that which loved, 
and the loving act,—and these three are one mind, one 
essence; says that the human mind represents, 
greater smaller degree, the divine (1) Memory, 
(2) intelligence, contemplation, internal vision, (3) will, love, 
voluntas, caritas; the human mind remembering, understand- 
ing, loving itself image (imperfect, indeed, but real) 
the divine mind; the Trinity wisdom, the knowledge 
which wisdom has itself, and the love which has for 
itself (sapientia scilicet, notitia sui, dilectio sui), 
representation essentially like that Augustine has been 
made Anselm, and scores theologians who were devout 
believers the Trinity. they had been led give the 
theory they would still have adhered the doctrine. they 
had been convinced that the Father, the Son, and the Spirit, 
should not distinguished the power, wisdom, and love 
God, they would still have believed that each person 
worthy supreme homage. One man may say that their 
theory inconsistent with their doctrine, but cannot 
accuse them believing what they regarded inconsis- 
tency. cannot impute them assent his own 
inference. they cherished faith two proposi- 
tions which they did not attempt reconcile. The words 
Joseph Scaliger express the opinion Trinitarians all 
Nescire velle quae magister optimus 
Docere non vult, erudita inscitia est.” 

Whatever conclusions may pass the language 
Edwards, they must qualified the fact that his style 
regarding the Trinity approximate rather than complete, 
analogical rather than exact, initiatory rather than plenary, 
rudimental rather than perfected. 


See Note the conclusion this Article. 
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his manuscripts often says that language was not 
originally formed for expressing the mysterious truths 
the Bible, not fitted express them, and requires such 
reference sensible and vulgar things” naturally 
confounds the mind and involves Ac- 
cordingly, when affirms? that “the Scriptures plainly 
ascribe everything Him [the Holy Spirit] that [which] 
properly denotes distinct Person,” must qualify this 
affirmation his more guarded statement that are 
three who have the same nature the Deity, whom 
most proper for look upon three Thus 
his manuscripts prove that used the word Persons ap- 
proximately and analogically, and that would endorse the 
language his friend Bellamy, who says: “If cannot 
conceive, for instance, what there the divine essence 
which may lay just foundation for one true 
know there but speak and act though 
existed three distinct Persons, yet find this 
fact the case from consulting God’s holy word, may 
firmly believe though could fully understand 
Indeed the manuscripts Edwards give reason believe 
that would not object the language his friend Hop- 
kins, who they who the word Person will 
allow that, according the Scriptures, the one only true 
God does sybsist such manner, and infinitely above 
our comprehension, that there are viz. Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghost, this one Jehovah, and that this distinction and 
manner existence peculiar and essential the infinite 
eternal Being the most perfect, happy, and glorious mode 
existence, independent any divine operations, eztra, 
and the proper foundation these they will grant this, 
presumed none will contend with them about the word 


See his Miscellaneous Observations,” chap. vii. 12-22. 

See page 157-8, above. Edwards’s Works (ed. 1829), Vol. vii. 274. 

Beliamy’s Works, Vol. 417. 

Hopkins’s Works, Vol. pp. 65, 66. Augustine says once and again that 
must have some word express the distinctions the that 
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Perhaps the expressions Edwards which have started, 
are far from saying warranted, the rumor that became 


favorable Monarchianism, Dualism, Sabellianism, 


are such these: The second Person the Trinity 
spoken the wisdom, understanding, reason, the knowl- 
edge, omniscience, the word, idea, image God; the third 
Person spoken the love God; though the Bible 
speaks the first Person loving the second, and the second 
loving the first, yet never once read the first second 
loving the third, nor the third loving the first second. 
often read the first and second Person loving men, 
yet never read the third loving men; the reason 
that the third Person the Divine love that Divine 
love God and Christ that breathed forth primarily 
towards each other and flows out secondarily towards the 
Such remarks are imperfect expositions 
wards’s doctrine that the first Person not God viewed apart 
from the second and third Persons and the second Person 
not God viewed apart from the first and third and 
the third Person not God viewed apart from the first and 
second Persons; each distinct from the other two, but 
each comprehends himself the other the first Person 
not God viewed apart from wisdom reason, which the 
second Person and the second Person not God viewed apart 
from the first Person who the Fountain the 
and neither the first nor the second God viewed apart from 
holiness holy love which the third Person, and the 
third Person not God viewed apart from the wisdom 
reason which the second Person, and viewed apart from 
the power Head the Trinity,” which the first 
Person. Edwards believed the the most 
singular [unparalled] immanence one divine Person the 
other.” Each one exists with and the other; permeates 


need not altogether silent when are asked, what three, after have affirmed 
that there are three. quaeritur, quid tres, magna prorsus inopia 
humanum laborat eloquium. Dictum est tres personae, non aliud 
diceretur, sed Trinitate, vii. 11, 10. 

See page 164, above. 
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the other. Edwards expresses this doctrine initially and 
part when says that the Son the personal Wisdom 
and the Holy Spirit the personal Love 
the Deity wholly breathed forth infinite, substantial, 
intelligent love,” different subsistence from the Father 
and the The life-long theory Edwards that holi- 
ness beauty the Godhead and the divinity 
divinity that God loves himself supremely and therefore 
loves holiness supremely, and therefore loves the Holy Spirit 
who said holiness itself. remarks that 
Holy Spirit the all the fulness 
God. The holiness and happiness the Godhead consist 
Now what the fulness God? defined 
thus Edwards: shall often use the phrase God’s fulness 
signifying and comprehending all the good which 
God, natural and moral, either excellence happiness.” 
fulness the Godhead the fulness his under- 
standing, consisting his knowledge, and the fulness his 
will, consisting his virtue and The third 
comprehending the divine knowledge, the fulness 
God. the second Person, comprehending the divine 
holiness, the fulness God. This fulness the glory 
God, and the second Person, well the third, the 
glory God, for full grace and truth, and includes 
holiness well knowledge. 

certain times, the simplicity distinct from the 
the Godhead. was wont use intense language for 
expressing any his ideas. This was what would call 
his his mind some phrases the Bible re- 
vealed the simplicity God there were triplicity, 
and other phrases revealed the triplicity God there 
were fundamental simplicity. the former class 
phrases felt himself justified asserting that the three 


Religious Affections (New York ed. 1843), 114. 

See page 167, above. 

See Edwards God’s last End the Creation the World. Sect. ii. 
chap. also iii. vi. and vii. 
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Persons the Trinity have not only, what the creeds assert, 
equal power and glory, but also the same 
power and glory. Thus says once and again: Each 
the persons the Trinity, they are the same God, they 
have the same divine essence; they have all the same 
divine glory.” ‘Jesus has himself from all eternity the 
same majesty, the same power, the same wisdom, the same 
holiness, and the same infinite love that the Father hath. 
not only equal glory, but ’tis the same glory. 
hath not only like nature, but hath the same nature 
with God the Father. The Father hath glory peculiar 
himself, distinguishing him from the Son and exalting him 
above him. There priority order. The Father 
before the Son order subsistence, but has superiority 
above him excellency nature, because has excel- 
lency but the Son has the same; not only specifically the 
same the same kind, but numerically the same; the 
same individual glory that they have but one glory that 
common 

The theory Edwards regard the eternal generation 
the Son and the eternal procession the Spirit, led him 
affirm not the equality alone but also, the whole, the 
numerical sameness the three Persons. often affirms 
that the first Person unoriginated, underived, and from 
other;” the second Person originated, derived, and 
proceeds from the first the emanation the second Per- 
son natural and the first Person the sun 
which necessarily shines ’tis the essence the sun 
shine so,” and the second Person the shining 
this ’tis natural God subsist three persons 
Hence follows that the first and second 
Persons have not two omnisciences, but only one omniscience, 
and the omniscience the first Person the second Person, 
and the first Person possesses necessarily, 
comprehends himself. follows also that 


Ms. Sermon, dated April 1734. 
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the second Person the omniscience the first, and can- 
not exist unless constantly and eternally emanate from the 
first (for knowledge emanates from the product, pro- 
cess,” mind), the second Person implies the first, 
comprehends the first himself, and himself compre- 
hended the first. there are not two omnisciences 
there are not two omniscient follows also that 
the third Person the mutual love the first and second 
Persons, the holiness the two, and there are not two 
holinesses but only one holiness the Godhead, and this 
holiness cannot exist unless constantly and eternally ema- 
nate proceed from the first and second Persons, and 
the first and second Persons cannot holy without the 
third Person, and cannot exist without being the source from 
which the third Person derived, the third Person 
necessarily implies the first and second, himself neces- 
sarily comprehended them, and comprehends them neces- 
sarily himself. there are not three holinesses the 
Godhead, there are not three holy minds. When the first 
Person and the second united forming the Covenant 
Redemption, the distinct holiness the first Person did not 
lead him accept the condition, but the holiness the 
third Person was internal spring all that which the 
other did, the moving cause the whole 
are not numerically three sets 
attributes belonging God; not numerically three glories 
united together forming the glory the Godhead each 
Person numerically the one fulness, the one glory the 
Godhead for the glory the first Person cannot exist ex- 
cept including and included in, the glory the second 
and third; and the glory the second Person cannot exist 
except including and included in, the glory the first 
and second and the glory the third Person cannot exist 
except including, and included in, the glory the first 
and second. 

numerous and diversified forms Edwards employs 


See page 170, above. 
XXXVIII. No. 150. 
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illustration which tantamount the following: 
suppose that the sun cannot exist without shining because 
the essence the sun shine; also that there can 
process shining without the sun, because the 
essence the shining emanate from the sun, then the 
sun-shine numerically one and the same thing; the sun 
not specifically the same with the shining, and the shin- 
ing not specifically the same with the sun, but the sun- 
shine includes two distinctions, each one involving the other, 
each one impossible and inconceivable without the other. 
Another illustration employed Edwards qualifies some 
his remarks which have been suspected Tritheism. 
says: Godhead perceived only perceiving the 
Son and the Spirit, for man hath seen God any 
seen his image, the Son, and felt the Holy 


Spirit, fire perceived only its light and heat, seen 
one, and felt the other. Fire, its light represents the 

Son God, and its heat the Holy Spirit. God light, 
and love. This light, the manner the subsisting 

the Father and the Son, shines itself: receives its 
own brightness into its own bosom. The Deity, the gen- 
eration the Son, shines forth with infinite brightness 
towards itself, and the manner the proceeding the 

Holy Ghost, receives all its own heat into its own bosom, 
and burns with infinite heat towards itself. The flames 
divine love are received and infolded into the bosom the 

Whatever may have been the meaning Edwards 
the paragraphs now under criticism, the them dif- 
ferent from that which characterizes the main body his 
writings. The proportion, the perspective, the emphasis 
the style distinguish these paragraphs from his other produc- 
tions. This difference may perhaps some degree account 
for, but can degree justify, the report that adopted 
some theories inconsistent with Trinitarianism. time 
admitted forms speech which did not admit earlier 


Edwards’s Works (ed. 1829), Vol. ix. 408. 


q 


1881.] JONATHAN EDWARDS THE TRINITY. 347 


nor later nor long. seems have been attempting 
express idea methods which did not permanently 
justify. These were methods speech rather than 
thought. 

The following one specimen his utterances which ap- 
pear either fragmentary tentative. his Treatise 
ible proposition one which the subject can exchanged 
for the predicate and the meaning remain the same. Love 
the proper name the Holy Spirit, and may therefore 
fitly say that Love the Spirit that the Spirit 
his earlier and later writings, however, represents God 
individual person, and love the generic virtue, and 
explains the phrase God meaning that all God’s 
moral attributes are comprehended love. According 
this explanation would really improper affirm that 
love God because God love, affirm that light 
God because God that consuming fire God 

Take another specimen. his earlier and later writings 
Edwards makes the impression that when applies the 
term Holy the holiness men, uses the term 
teaches that the virtues and the joys good man are pro- 
duced the third Person the Trinity, are the 
his operation, are the work the Comforter, the same Com- 
forter who searcheth all who bestowed men 
miraculous powers, etc. the chapter from which the sen- 
tences now under review are quoted, Edwards repeatedly 
declares that holiness men the Spirit God,” 
from the immediate influence the Spirit God,” the 
“fruit the Spirit.” The emphasis these 
however, obscured his more prominent remarks that 
this holiness “is called spiritual not merely nor 
the nature the Spirit God this love which dwell- 


See pp. 158, 159, above. 
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ing God’s Spirit,” God The emphasis 
still further obscured Edwards’s prominent assertions 
that the Godhead, the Divine essence once and again 
said but the Divine essence thus called 
peculiar manner breathed forth and subsisting the 


Love, Divine Love the nature and essence that holy 
principle the hearts the saints.” 

his earlier and later writings Edwards makes the im- 
pression that our holy love voluntary act; that 
occasioned the Divine Agent, who energises the soul 
and, this sense, dwells it; that our love has the same 
character with that which belongs the author it; that 
the grandeur virtue consists this generic sameness. 
the Treatise Grace, however, Edwards makes impres- 
sion somewhat different: The Divine Agent, the Holy Spirit 
the persons whom resided” Grace the 
heart called spirit not otherwise than the name 
the Holy Ghost, the third Person the Trinity, ascribed 
That holy divine principle, which have observed 
does radically and essentially consist Divine Love, 
other than communication and participation that same 
Infinite Divine Love which God, and which the God- 
hend eternally breathed forth; and consists the Third 
Person the blessed other than that very 
Trinity uniting Himself the soul creature vital 
principle, dwelling there and exerting himself the facul- 
ties the soul man, His own proper nature, after the 

Remarks containing similar words, but having dissimilar 
emphasis are made earlier treatises Edwards, 
Part Section the treatise The Religious Affec- 


See page 177, above. See page 171, above. 
See page 173, above. this Article various words are italicised which were 
not italicised Edwards his Treatise see pp. 157-177, above. 


1881.] JONATHAN EDWARDS THE TRINITY. 349 


tions.” There says: principle nature this 
place, mean that foundation which laid nature, either 
old new, for any particular manner kind exercise 
the faculties the soul; natural habit, founda- 
tion for action, giving person ability and disposition 
exert the faculties exercises such certain kind; 
that exert the faculties that kind exercises, may 
said his nature. this new spiritual sense not 
new faculty understanding, but new foundation laid 
the nature the soul, for new kind exercises the 
same faculty understanding. that the new holy dispo- 
sition heart that attends this new sense, not new 
faculty will, but foundation laid the nature the 
soul, for new kind exercises the same faculty will.” 
must here noted that this new spiritual sense,” this 
holy disposition” represented foundation laid 
the Holy Spirit, result the Spirit’s influence, 
work God”; i.e. the Spirit. “The work the 
Spirit God regeneration Scripture often com- 
pared the giving new sense,” etc. his early 
works Edwards does not make the impression that this 
new sense, this new disposition, the Spirit God itself 
dwelling and acting good men. sometimes repre- 
sents the Spirit God were the same with the love 
and holiness which calls forth men, but the words 
imply that the representation figurative. Thus Sec- 
tion II. his Marks the Work the Spirit God” 
says: these verses John vi. love spoken 
were that wherein the very nature the Holy 
Ghost consisted, or, divine love dwelling us, and the 
Spirit God dwelling were the same thing.” the 
last work which Edwards prepared for the press employs 
the same emphasis which employed his works. 
says that when Adam sinned these holy principles which 
are summarily comprehended divine love,” these divine 
principles which the Scripture sometimes calls con- 
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tradistinction these superior principles left his 
heart. For indeed God then left his heart; that communion 
with God which these principles depended entirely ceased 
the Holy Spirit, that divine inhabitant, forsook the house.” 
God did not “continue his friendly, gracious, vital in- 
fluences dwell with him and Holiness love 
God here represented depending communion with 
God, caused the influence God, not being itself 
the Divine Spirit. 

One reply the preceding criticism that the para- 
graphs which this Article criticises Edwards makes his usual 
distinction between literal and figurative statement. 
Once and again introduces his cautionary words though. 
says grace called spirit” ascription the 
Holy Ghost, even the Third Person the Trinity, that 
divine principle the heart the saints, though that 
principle them were other than the Spirit God itself, 
united the soul, and acting it, and exerting itself the 
use and improvement its Here is, indeed, 
important qualification. should have its influence. 
would have been more emphatic, however, had said that 
instead the Spirit it.” More than 
once the paragraphs now criticised speaks ascribing 
the third Person the Trinity Christian but 
his earlier and also his later writings would have adopted 
different style, and have said that this virtue ascribed 
the third Person, else that the third Person is, were, 
ascribed the virtue. more fundamental reply the 
criticism this: Edwards intimates more than expresses. 
His language rudimental, not one side 
the line may understand the nature, but not the degree, 
the love which included the Holy but, the 
other side the line, are lost the mystery the Divine 
Person. far forth the Spirit involves disposition, incli- 
nation, voluntary act, may understand it, but further. 
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some ineffable and inconceivable the divine 
flows out from the Father and the Son, and flows 
forth “in different subsistence person manner 
utterly inexplicable and The style 
Edwards readers emphasize the statement that 
the Holy Spirit love, consists love, but the complete 
idea which Edwards was aiming express requires his 
readers emphasize the statement that this love subsists 
the third Person” the mysterious Trinity. The fact 
the Spirit’s being love the realm the compre- 
the fact this love the Holy Spirit 
belongs the realm the incomprehensible. 

10. explaining the language Edwards regarding the 
Trinity must consider his familiarity with the scholastic 
phrase, God pure The authors with whom was 
particularly conversant were fond repeating such mediaeval 
expressions the following: God the simplest all 
beings; him there priority nor posteriority real 
existence there real difference between his nature and 
his attributes, for this would imply that his nature before 
his attributes and his attributes after his there 
composition him, and thus his power does not precede nor 
follow his act, and cannot viewed apart from it; there 
nothing God which not God himself; his act the 
whole Deity, and thus God purus actus, actus simpli- 

peculiar emphasis given these sentences con- 
trasting the infinite with the finite mind. man has facul- 
ties which have not the power develop themselves; and 
has power act when does not exert the power. 
speak his undeveloped faculties,” his dormant 
powers,” his reserved energies.” the divine mind, how- 
ever, there energy reserve; the faculty the infinite 
and immutable power, the power the faculty acting in- 
finitely and immutably, the infinite and immutable act the 
faculty and power acting without limit and without change. 


See page 163, above. See Note the end this Article. 
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These three objects are undivided they may distinguished 
our finite and imperfect thought, but they are one and the 
same object reality. The Deity’s power know all 
things one and the same with his infinite knowledge his 
power love the holiness and happiness the universe 
one and the same with his infinite conversely, 
this infinite benevolence includes his infinite knowledge, and 
this infinite knowledge includes his infinite power love 
and know. Thus the divine mind circle infinite 
activities there can more cessation them than there 
can end circular every one his powers 
not only moving, but moving every right direction which 
possible every one his powers complete only its 
action, and its action involves every one his powers; and 
this grand idea supposed have its fit, but merely 
approximate, expression the words: God purus actus, 
actus simplicissimus. 

The phrase the schoolmen, God pure used 
with varicty modifications. sometimes denotes that 
God not acted upon changed. Men and angels 
are passive well active. another Being they are 
created, preserved, made happy unhappy. God is, was, 
and ever will be; not any power out himself, but 
the power which himself, which himself. 
self-existent, self-blessed. one sense receives 
nothing all; another sense receives nothing except 
his active choice receive it. Again, God pure act 
the sense his producing his wonderful works simple 
choice. His mere volition without effort originates all things 
which have origin. did not exert himself creating 
the universe. mercly willed and was done. 

When Edwards defines the second Person the Trinity 
and the third Person benevolence 
not opposing common usage terms, but employing 
specific phrases which may comprehended under the gen- 
eral phrase, God purus actus. One Trinitarian theory 
that the divine mind consists three activities; the first 
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activity originating and the first and second 
originating the third. need not affirmed that Edwards 
favored this theory, nor that regarded the Divine Being 
actus his style, however, was affected 
the common usage. His Treatise Grace develops the 
influence this usage. another Treatise says: The 
infinite essential love God is, were, infinite and 
eternal mutual holy energy between the Father and the Son 
pure and holy act whereby the Deity becomes, were, 
one infinite and unchangeable emotion love proceeding 
from both the Father and the Son.”! Obviously Edwards 
does not here intend represent the entire Deity mere 
emotion. the main body his writings does not 
intend represent the second Person the Godhead 
mere intellectual act, the third Person mere moral act. 
Here and there, however, his style bears impress which 
was more familiar him and more agreeable his religious 
enthusiasm than faithful his permanent convictions. 

11. Edwards’s Treatise Grace indicates his habit 
emphasizing the dignity virtue, and the loveliness God. 
His theological system characterized reverence for 
moral goodness and for the character our moral Governor. 
misunderstood unless this distinctive mark recog- 
nized. Dr. Channing, who, various ways, received little 
influence from Edwards, was wont, one period his life, 
pen such words Virtue, Right, Duty, with initial capitals. 
Edwards did more than this. impressed was the 
grandeur holiness men that called it, not merely 
divine, but the Divinity himself. has been criticised for 
his disparaging views the human soul, but unites the 
soul with its Maker, and when impassioned utters the sublime 
thought that the divine essence love,” breathed 
forth the Holy Spirit,” and love which dwelling 
God’s Spirit,” and God’s Spirit God,” and thus 


Pages 476, 477 volume, edited Rev. Tryon Edwards, D.D., and pub- 
lished 1851 under the title Charity and its Fruits” republished early 
1872 the Presbyterian Board Publication under the title Christian 
Love manifested the Heart and Life.” 
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our holy love “is God himself.” the nature the 
Spirit God Divine Love, Divine Love the nature 
and essence [grace] that holy principle the hearts 
the Grace the heart other than the Spirit 
God 

our virtue thus participation the divine nature, 
originates from that nature. The power which trans- 
forms the soul because benevolence 
itself. The renewal man not result force, not 
intellectual abstractions, not gloom and terror, not com- 
mand and threat, but the divine essence flowing out and 
breathed forth, infinitely pure love and sweet delight, 
from the Father and the The most stupendous 
miracle ever performed earth was the incarnation 
Christ, and this was the most signal manifestation benevo- 
lence, for was the work the Spirit God, who infi- 
nite, omnipotent holiness This Spirit not only 
the bond union between the first and second Persons the 
Trinity, but also the bond union which the human 
person.” Thus the atonement itself resulted from the 
omnipotent which omnipotent benevolence. 
The power God the power love. 

Here may asked: not several assertions 
Edwards the dignity the saints need toned down 
That not the question. are now considering his ten- 
dency exalt virtue and the virtuous man. Whenever 
interested any truth uses language earnest and 
fervid that will regarded extravagant, unless 
interpreted the efflux eloquent poetic mind. His 
phrases are not written the dry light reason alone, 
are illumined the flashes feeling and fancy. Some 
his words sin and the penalty are vehement that 
they should not criticised they were prosaic utter- 


See pp. 158-159, 170, 171, 173. See pp. 162-164, above. 
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ances and some his words holiness and the honor 
are ardent that they should not quoted except con- 
nection with his cooler statements. 

12. The speculations Edwards regarding the Trinity 
should looked the light his belief that the doctrine 
inscrutable mystery. suppose that was designing 
abate this mystery, may surmise that considered the 
second Person nothing more than intellectual act 
the first, and the third Person nothing more than 
volitive act the first and second. If, however, suppose 
him have shared the opinion Dean Swift, that our 
present mental faculties would incapable understanding 
this doctrine, even there were new supernatural revelation 
it, cannot suspect him any design remove its 
mysteriousness. 

was remark Cyprian that can justly conceive 
God only recognizing him inconceivable. one 
was more deeply impressed than Edwards the words 
which quotes from Skelton: can follow God but 
one two steps his lowest and plainest works, till all 
becomes mystery and amazement us. How, then, shall 
comprehend Throughout the manuscripts 
Edwards, particularly the later years his life, utters 
marked and pointed words the mysteries the divine 
inexplicable,” ineffable.” insists that the utter in- 
comprehensibleness the Trinity reason for believing 
rather than for disbelieving it. With more less obvious 
reference this doctrine reduplicates assertions like the 
following: are logically bound believe many proposi- 
tions which “are paradoxes, attended with such seeming 
inconsistencies that reason cannot clearly remove nor fully 
explain the mystery”; paradoxes that seem contrary 
wholly inconsistent with inconso- 
nant,” incompatible with it, repugnant” it. find 
that the reasonings the best metaphysicians and mathe- 
maticians concerning infinites are attended with paradoxes 
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and seeming inconsistencies.” not necessary that 
persons should have clear ideas the subject proposition 
order rationally convinced the truth the propo- 
sition. There are many truths, which mathematicians are 
convinced strict demonstration, concerning many kinds 
quantities, surd quantities and fluxions, but concerning 
which they have clear ideas.” Edwards quotes with 
approval the remark Dr. Skelton: “To say that curve 
line, setting out from point within hair’s breadth 
right line, shall run towards that right line swift 
thought, and yet never able touch it, seems contrary 
common sense and, were not clearly demonstrated the 
conchoides Nicomedes, could never believed.” 
also quotes with evident approval the words the Chevalier 
ought never deny because cannot con- 
ceive. this were not so, then man born blind would 
reason right when forms this syllogism: know the 
figure bodies only handling them; but impossible 
handle them great distance therefore impossible 
know the figure far-distant undeceive the 


may prove him that this so, from the 


concurrent testimony all who surround him. But can 
never make him perceive how this so. is, therefore, 
fundamental maxim all true philosophy that many things 
may incomprehensible and yet demonstrable that though 
seeing clearly sufficient reason for affirming, yet not 
seeing all can never reason for denying.” 

Where, now, according Edwards’s Treatise Grace, 
the peculiar mysteriousness the Trinity? lies here: 
The omniscience God one distinct Person, the benevo- 
lence another. This virtually asserted the Treatise. 
This the statement which Edwards copied and recopied 
from the writings Ramsay. The Chevalier says: 
Spirit conceiving, Idea conceived, and Love proceeding from 
not three single attributes modes, but three 
different persons self-conscious, intellectual 


Ramsay’s Philosophical Principles Religion, Vol. pp. 22,23. See Note 
the end this Article. See 180, above. 
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they must three distinct beings, realities, somethings, 
Dr. Ramsay repeats the same idea passages 
not quoted Edwards; says that the eternal, infinite, 
and immutable love which proceeds from the idea God has 
himself, that loves him glance par- 
ticular sentences the Treatise Grace” seems 
advocating speculation the schools rather than doctrine 
the church: resolving the triune nature God into 
mental constitution like that man. The human mind 
trinity power, knowledge, and volition; the 
subject, object, and the reciprocal action the two. like 
manner there are sentences the Treatise which seem 
represent the eternal the Son and pro- 
cession” the Spirit they are represented German 
philosophers, and not the Nicene Fathers; that which 
seems mere intelligence, and that which 
seems mere virtue. When, however, 
notice that, according Edwards, can more explain 
these doctrines than can explain the statement that God 
being whose centre everywhere and his circumference 
nowhere, the statement that his eternal duration vitae 
interminabilis tota simul perfecta perceive 
that his views are far from being rationalistic, and are simply 
abysmal. 

13. Edwards’s belief the special mysteriousness the 
Trinitarian doctrine indicated the freedom with which 
connects his view the divine threeness with his view 
the divine oneness. Here, speaks the Divine Being 
one person the psychological sense the word; there, 
three persons the same again, three persons 
entirely different, peculiarly mysterious sense. His 
right form these different conceptions the Divine Mind 
derived him not from reason, but from the inspired 
word. combines one doctrine the varied representa- 
See 185 [xvii.]. 

The Philosophical Principles Natural and Revealed Religion, 85. 
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tions the Bible. When introducing his speculations 
the distinctive character the Holy Spirit, says: 
enquiry this nature would further than think the 
Scripture plainly goes before me. The word God certainly 
should our rule matters much above reason and our 
own The argumentation Edwards appears 
this: The Bible applies the personal 
pronouns Thou, and the singular number the 
Deity, and thereby authorizes believe that has only 
one reason, one will, one consciousness; applies each 
the same personal pronouns each the three Distinctions 
the Deity, each had distinct reason, distinct will, 
the mysterious triplicity the Divine Mind, and con- 
ceive the three ineffable Distinctions they were three 
Persons the psychological, they are three the techni- 
cal, sense the word. this method reasoning Edwards 
adopts the style Archbishop King, from whom other 
respects differed radically. The Archbishop says: The 
human understanding and not only his nature but likewise 
his powers and faculties, and the ways and methods which 
exercises them, are far beyond our reach that are 
utterly incapable forming exact and adequate notions 
them.” 

Throughout the bulk his writings Edwards gives more 
prominence the triplicity than the simplicity the 
Divine Mind, and has been thought expose himself, 
many other Trinitarians have been exposed, the charge 
Tritheism. some passages, however, gives more prom- 
inence the simplicity than the triplicity, and, like many 
other Trinitarians, has been suspected denying the divine 
triad. The pendulum swings from one another extreme. 
some his writings Edwards has been wondered 


Rev. Grosart’s Selections from the Unpublished Writings Edwards, 
43. 
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were approaching both extremes once. Abelard 
was thought have denied real triplicity the Godhead, 
and have favored Tritheism. the mislaid Essay con- 
taining the alluded the preceding Article 
this subject,! Edwards combines his two views the Trin- 
ity notable manner, and seems indicate readiness 
bring them into close proximity, and confidence that they 
are not really, although they may apparently, incompatible 
with each other. Essay was divided fact though not 
form into two parts. 

the first part were separated from the second would 
produce some minds the impression that there are three 
wills, three consciousnesses, three sets attributes the 
three Persons the Godhead. The Father the Head 
the society the the Fountain the Deity,” and 
such has the “right” take the precedence gov- 
erning the universe, “elect and appoint the Son” 
the mediatorial office. The Son originates from the Father, 
‘is “in some respects dependent upon and therefore 
acts subordination him. takes the office for which 
the Father elected him, and which the Father appointed 
him; engages perform certain work for which the 
Father promises bestow him certain reward. This 
mutual agreement between the two Persons called the 
covenenant redemption. This covenant presupposes 
certain “order particular arrrangement 
establishment,” according which the first Person deter- 
mines allow redemption and the first mover it” 
proposes the the Son, and offers him authority 
for the This order acting called the economy 
the Trinity. The word economy suggests style 
remark which misunderstood unless the etymology the 
word borne mind. the Greek lexicons 
family domestic affairs,” agreement with this 
etymology some divines have spoken the three Persons 
See 147, above. 
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family. They have adopted more familiar style 
remark than adopted Edwards, but his mind 
led him adopt figurative mode speech more familiar 
than consonant with modern taste. says that the 
Persons the Trinity their own will have, were, 
formed themselves into for the accomplishment 
the general good; that “there natural decency 
the economy the three Persons; that the 
covenant redemption establishment for most con- 
veniently obtaining great that the Holy Spirit the 
and the designs the Father 
and the Son. The main intent the first part the essay 
state the ground which one divine Person subor- 
dinate another. This ground the fact that the second 
Person proceeds from the first, and the third proceeds from 
the first and second. Throughout his writings Edwards uses 


the term procession including the generation the second 


Person well the spiration the third. one his 
manuscripts says: The eternal generation the Son 
nothing more than shining forth the Father’s glory 
another speaks Christ the word breathed forth 
from the Father does not maintain rigid uniformity 
terms, but does maintain uniformity doctrine re- 
gard the dependence one upon another divine Person. 

the first part the Essay states that the covenant 
redemption made not between the three, but only 
between two the Persons the Trinity,” and that the 
the second Person meritorious, but the 
obedience the third Person not meritorious for us,” 
the objection arises that the honor the third Person not 
equal that the other two. This objection answered 
the second part the Essay. This part contains the 
but they were fact designed exhibit the dignity the 
Holy Spirit. They present the three following arguments 
Holy Spirit concerned the Covenant 
tion between the Father and the Son [in] these three ways. 

See 147, above. 
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his nature the Divine love that between the 
Father and the Son, the bond union between the two 
parties, whereby they with infinite sweetness 
agree and are infinitely, strongly united parties joined 
Covenant.” period his life Edwards was fond 
such expressions these: the Holy Spirit, i.e. love, the 
bond between one saint and another, between all 
the saints and God, between the human and divine nature 
Christ, also between the divine nature Christ and the 
nature the Father. 

the Holy Ghost the infinite Love God him- 
self and the creature, the internal spring all that 
which the other Persons covenanting, and the moving 
cause the whole transaction, was marvellous trans- 
action love, the greatest that ever would have 
been characteristic Edwards attempt reconciliation 
between this remark and remark previously made that 
the first Person was first the covenant 
redemption but the two remarks confront each other face 
face, and there endeavor harmonize them. 

the Holy Spirit the Infinite riches and fulness 
the Godhead communicated the work Redemp- 
tion, the great good covenanted for, and the end 
the The Spirit holiness and happiness; the 
covenant redemption was designed for the holiness and 
happiness thus was designed secure for men 
the Holy Spirit, who the treasure, “the riches and ful- 
ness God. 

Here are the salient points the first and second parts 
the Essay written 1752, 53, Not single 
thought expressed these two parts which not ex- 
pressed Edwards’s recently published 


See 359, above. See 147, above. 

“Observations concerning the Scripture Oeconomy the Trinity and Cove- 
nant Redemption. Jonathan Edwards. With Introduction and Ap- 
pendix. Egbert Smyth. New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons. 1880.” 
Edwards was wont pen his thoughts they occurred him thus often 
expressed substantially the same thoughts different manuscripts. The present 
writer’s remembrances the Essay, and his pencilled memoranda some pecu- 
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and his Treatise Grace. The first part the Essay 
contains nothing more than the substance the Obser- 
vations, and the second part contains nothing more than 
the substance the third chapter the Treatise. The 
first offset the second. The Observations have 
been criticised Tritheistic; the first part the mis- 
laid Essay equally so. That Treatise has been criticised 
inconsistent with the triality the Godhead; the sec- 
ond part the Essay equally The second part 
the Essay contains the only “remarks” which 
pected but the most important these 
were copied from the Essay, and are here quoted 
precisely copied. They were also inserted note 
170 above, for the purpose facilitating comparison, and 
illustrating the resemblance between the second part the 
Essay and the Treatise Grace. The Observations which 
are thought Tritheistic, and the Treatise and remarks” 
which are thought Sabellian, illustrate the comprehen- 
siveness the author’s mind; the one hand, his pene- 
tration and sagacity prying into the reasonableness 
doctrine the other hand, his docile and childlike faith 
impelling him accept scriptural doctrine whether 
seems reasonable unreasonable. was philoso- 
one must mindful his metaphysics and his metaphors 
above all his submission the inspired 

liar words are inserted this and the three preceding pages, and correspond 
with the Observations published Prof. Smyth. 

Both parts the Essay contain statements which are either ambiguous, 
else incongruous with the author’s views expressed elsewhere. One 
these statements that the Deity and glory the Father are were, re- 
peated duplicated,” expressed again,” the Son. This statement may 
considered implying, what implied other remarks the Essay (see 
338 above), that the Father the subject knowing and the Son (not the 
edge but) the object known, and the Holy Spirit the love (including the 
knowledge) which unites the subject and the object; and thus the three are 
numerically one Person else the statement may regarded inconsistent 
with Edwards’s assertion that all the excellency the Father numerically” 
the same with that the Son (see 344, above). duplicate object 


not numerically the same with that very object. 
See Note 
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Representations the Trinity imaged forth the Human 
Mind pp. 538-340. 

These representations are too various here repeated. 
They are such these: (1) Trinity the thinking sub- 
ject, the object thought, and the thought itself, intelli- 
gens, intelligible, (2) the thinking subject, 
the object thought, and the mutual love the subject and 
object; (3) the mind substance, the act knowing, 
the act loving, esse, nosse, velle, (4) the power know 
and love, the knowledge, and the love; (5) the act 
self-originated, and originating all other the knowledge 
originated the preceding act, and the love originated 
the two preceding acts. These and other representations 
may comprehended under the general statement Nico- 
unitate gignitur unitatis aequalitas connexio vero unitate 
procedit unitatis One the general 
statements borrowed from Schelling Mr. Coleridge 
is: “In the Trinity there is, Ipseity, Alterity, Com- 
munity. You may express the formula thus,— God, the 
absolute Will Identity Prothesis. The 

Perhaps cannot said that President Edwards was 
familiar, but numerous coincidences make apparent that 
was acquainted, with Augustine’s Treatise the Trinity 
particularly the statements made the ninth, tenth, and 
fifteenth books that Treatise. ‘Some Augustine’s more 
quotable passages are the following. Trinitate, IX. 
mens, amor, notitia tria quaedam sunt haec 
tria unum sunt, quum perfecta sunt, aequalia 
18. igitur tria, memoria, intelligentia, voluntas, 
quoniam non sunt tres vitae sed una tres mentes 
sed una mens, consequenter utique non tres substantiae sed 
una substantia.” XI. Cum aliquid amo, tria sunt 


History Philosophy, Vol ii. 24. 
Specimens Coleridge’s pp. 44, 45. 
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ego, quod amo, ipse amor. ergo sunt, amans, 
quod amatur, mutuus XI. Atque ita fit 
illa trinitas memoria, interna visione, quae utrumque 
copulat voluntate. Quae tria cum unum coguntur ipso 
coactu his tribus diversa substan- 
tia see also 7-18. Mens meminit sui, 
intelligit se, diligit se; hoc cernimus, trinitatem 
vocamus nomine sapientiae, quum sit universaliter spiritus 
pater ipse sapientia, ita spiritus sanctus proprie nuncupatur 
vocabulo caritatis, quum sit universaliter caritas pater 
filius.” (Compare with this statement the words Edwards 
the preceding number Bib. Sac., pp. 158-160.) XV. 
37. “Si caritas, qua pater diligit patrem diligit filius, 
ineffabiliter communionem demonstrat amborum, quid con- 
venientius quam ille dicatur caritas proprie qui spiritus est 
communis ambobus.” (Compare Edwards the preceding 
number the Bib. Sac. pp. 163-168.) tria 
[memoria, intelligentia, voluntas aut caritas] sua mente 
divinitus instituta, quisquis vivacitur perspicit, quam mag- 
num sit ea, unde potest etiam sempiterna immutabilis 
natura recoli, conspici, concupisci, reminiscitur per memoriam, 
intuetur per intelligentiam, amplectitur per dilectionem, pro- 
fecta reperit illius summae trinitatis see also 
10, 29, Compare Baur; Die christliche Lehre von 
der Dreieingkeit und Menschwerdung Gottes. Theil, 
Band, 202-219. 


God purus actus, actus simplicissimus pp. 851-358. 


Among the writers familiar Edwards, who adopt the 
ancient style emphasizing the simplicity the Godhead, 
Wollebius. says: Deus est ens vere simplicissime 
nec partibus, nec genere diffe- 
rentia, nec substantia accidentibus, nec potentia 
actu, nec esse essentia ergo 
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Deo est quod non sit ipse Deus est, seu 
totaliter totum: totus totus omnibus, totus sin- 
gulis, totus extra non numerus num- 
erans est sed single property, attribute, 
accident God completed unit which another 
property, attribute, accident completed unit can 
added. not discrete quantities, one 
adding itself another, but numbered simply one 
and indivisible. 

Thomas Hobbes says: The phrase actus simplicissimus 
signifieth Does any man understand actus for 
substance, that for thing subsisting itself? not 
actus English either act action nothing? 
any these may easily shown that 
many advocates the phrase, God pure act” tacitly 
acknowledge what they openly disown, and without being 
conscious their inconsistency with themselves, admit 
one form what they reject another. Instead uniformly 
saying God purus actus, they often say God ever 
actu. his characteristic style Richard Baxter remarks: 
God said purus actus, actus entita- 
tivus including potentiam seu virtutem agendi; and 
substantiality prior fundamental concep- 
for doth superare captum humanum conceive 
act that not alicujus actus. that causeth all substan- 
tiality and existence eminently existing substance. Many 
have made dispute whether the creature have any entity 


The right believe that which the believer has clear 
pp. 355, 366. 


defence this right the manuscripts Edwards con- 
tain remarks which bear striking resemblance the follow- 
Wollebius, Compendium Theologiae Christianae, Lib. cap. Canones, 
Hobbes’s English Works, Vol. iv. pp. 301, 304. 
End Controversy (ed. 1791), chap. sec. 25, xvii. 
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ing extract from the Letters the Evidences, Doctrines, 
and Duties Christianity, Olinthus Gregory, LL.D., 
Professor Mathematics the Royal Military Academy 
Woolwich.! 

Mathematicians can demonstrate that space 
one respect may, its rotation, generate solid 
capacity; the case with the solid formed the rota- 
tion logarithmic curve infinite length upon its axis, 
with that formed the rotation Apollonian hyper- 
bola upon its asymptote. They can also show, numerous 
instances, that variable space shall continually aug- 
menting, and yet never become equal certain finite 
space. And they frequently make transformations with 
great facility and theoretical elegance means expres- 
sions which definite idea can attached. Can, for 
example obtain any clear comprehension, or, indeed, any 
notion all, the value power whose exponent 
acknowledged imaginary quantity, Can we, 
like manner, obtain any distinct idea series consti- 
tuted infinite number terms? each case the 
answer must the negative. Yet the science which 
these and numerous other incomprehensibles occur called 
Mathesis, THE because its incomparable supe- 
riority other studics evidence and certainty, and there- 
fore, its singular adaptation discipline the mind. 

How does happen that, when the investigation bent 
towards objects which cannot comprehended, the mind 
arrives that which acquiesces certainty, and rests 
perception the the objects inquiry but be- 
cause have such distinct perception the relation 
which those objects bear one towards another, and can assign 
positively, without danger error, the exact relation 
identity diversity the quantities before us, every step 
the mathematician can tell the precise 
value while every one can tell the precise value 


See Prof. Crawford’s Mysteries Christianity, pp. 397-399. 
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yet one has any more hesitation declar- 
ing that exceeds than declaring that exceeds 
that is, that greater than 


Again cannot possibly know all the terms the 


ther can know all the terms the infinite series 
2 3 4 

that these series are equal one another. For can 


demonstrate that the first series expansion the 


quantity and that the second series expansion 


the evidently equal quantity like manner can 
have clear conception the quantities yet 


50, since can demonstrate that equality subsists the 
former expressions completely can the latter. 
Every mathematician can fully prove that the conclusions 
obtains means these quantities, although cannot 
comprehend the quantities themselves, must necessarily 
true. therefore acts wisely when uses them, since 
they facilitate his inquiries and knowing that their relations 
are real and ascertainable, satisfied, because only 
these relations that interested.” 


Note 


From the fact that the manuscripts Edwards contain 
statements inconsistent with themselves and with the main 
body his writings, the report arose that penned remarks 
which did not permanently approve. The writer this 
Note has believed this report during the last fifty years, and 
has been surprised find that the tentative remarks are 
means numerous important the rumor indi- 
cated. The growth the rumor verifies the old maxim: 
“Ex minimo non cito fama quiescit.” The report 


JONATHAN EDWARDS THE TRINITY. April, 


has now assumed new form, and appears thus various 
“It has long been matter private informa- 
tion that Professor Edwards Park Andover had his 
possession unpublished manuscript Edwards consid- 
erable extent, perhaps two-thirds long his Treatise 
the Will. few have ever seen this manuscript, its con- 
tents are only known vague reports. Its importance may 
exaggerated, although impossible exaggerate the 
interest, one would say, unpublished work Edwards. 
views the Trinity, and modification the view origi- 
nal sin. One account says that the manuscript leans 
toward Sabellianism, and that even approaches Pelagianism. 
the recollection some, the title Divine Charity,’ 


Love God.’..... But matters little what this manu- 
script contains..... Everything that Edwards wrote has 
value either literature doctrine...... the impor- 


tance the suppressed manuscript exaggerated regard 
its reported relaxing uncompromising doctrines, the 
reported be, its publication demanded common mor- 

have never seen that unpublished 
the month June, 1880 had never heard it. have 
never seen the slightest proof that any such manuscript was 
ever written, there indubitable proof that such 
script was ever written, Edwards. The manuscript could 
not have contained modification the [his] view orig- 
inal for his Treatise that subject was his latest 
work and was the press when could not 
have been his volume “Charity and its Fruits,” or. 
“Christian Love,” for that volume was published thirty 
years ago; the sixth edition now circulated the 
rused it, and have seen the opposite all doctrines 
akin Pelagianism. The great majority Edwards’s 


See Hopkins’s Life and Edwards (ed. 1799), 103. 
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manuscripts have been carefully examined four, and only 
four, men now living, and neither the four has ever seen 
the reported manuscript, ever seen any reason believe 
that there is, ever was, one which Edwards 
towards approaches Pelagianism.” The 
larger part all his remarks which New England clergy- 
men would regard deviations from the Trinitarian creed, 
are contained pp. 157-177, 333-362 the Bibliotheca 
Sacra for 1881. There unpublished manuscript 
Edwards which contains discussion theological doctrines, 
and more than one twentieth part long his Treatise 
the Will.” Next his Treatise Original Sin, the 
last and most important work which prepared for the 
was that the Nature True Virtue.”! None 
his writings develops his persistent orthodoxy more than this. 


ARTICLE 


THEOLOGICAL EDUCATION. 


NO. PRIVATE INSTRUCTION FOR THE MINISTRY. 


THE beginnings civilized life New England were very 
peculiar. Among the early ship-loads passengers land- 
ing the Massachusetts Bay, two hundred and fifty years 
ago, there were large number highly educated men from 
the English universities. They were clergymen the 
church England fleeing from their native land because 
fines and imprisonments were behind them. They were such 
men John Wilson, John Eliot, John Cotton, Thomas 
Hooker, John Norton, John Davenport, Thomas Shepard, 
Samuel Stone, Charles Chauncey, Richard Mather, and many 
others the same general stamp. They were men such 
literary culture that they were able organize college and 
transfer the ripe learning England these wild shores. 
This they did; and only nine years after the organization 


See Bib. Sac., Vol. pp. 411, 212. 
XXXVIII. No. 150. 
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the first church the Bay, Harvard College opened its doors 
students for liberal education. Thus, the year 1638, 
began the work, here New England, educating men for 
the Christian ministry. desire, rapid and general 
way, trace the course events connected with our systems 
ministerial education from that day down the estab- 
lishment theological seminaries the early years the 
present century. 

The college Cambridge, the outset, was itself semi- 
theological seminary. The whole arrangement the course 
study had primary reference the production minis- 
ters. Not that young men looking forward civil and 
secular life were excluded. the other hand they 
were cordially invited and freely admitted the benefits 
the institution. the first class nine, that was 
graduated 1642, five the young men were their way 
the ministry, and four were destined other callings. 

When young man had finished his course the college 
had received, general way, his education for the 
Christian ministry. Beyond the early New England 
generations, there seems have been fixed system 
plan study. And yet young men did not often pass 
directly from the college the active labors the ministry. 
very many cases they were too young. Some years 
must naturally intervene before they could properly 
ordained and set over the churches. Even case older 
students, there was commonly interval one two 
years from the end the college course the settlement 
the ministry, and this period was supposed filled 
with studies some kind, though what they should was 
not distinctly prescribed. 

The founders the New England College, bringing with 
them the associations and habits the English universities, 
encouraged the student, after his graduation, linger about 
the college his intellectual home, pursue his studies 
there, making use the library, and availing himself the 
suggestions the President and his associates. soon 


. 
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the college Cambridge was fairly under way the custom 
began appointing fellows, who should serve tutors, and 
assist the head the college the various branches 
instruction. Out the second class, which was graduated 
1643, two students, Samuel Mather and Samuel Danforth, 
were chosen fellows, and the years passed such appoint- 
ments were frequently made. There was, therefore, the 
college society select scholars, representatives the best 
What more natural than that the candidate for the 
ministry, after taking his first degree, should back dwell 
this literary atmosphere, and the society these men 
good learning. The early records Harvard show that this 
was acommon custom. The young man thus returning his 
alma mater was not merely outside dweller, resident 
Cambridge somewhere the vicinity the 
was within the boarded the college commons 
roomed the college buildings. From Sibley’s Har- 
vard Graduates,” covering the early years the college 
history, numerous passages might cited illustrating this 
custom. Joshua and Jeremiah Hobart, for example, were 
sons Peter Hobart, minister Hingham. They were 
classmates well brothers, and were graduated Har- 
vard 1650. page 212 Mr. Sibley’s volume 
The two brothers Joshua and Jeremiah probably continued 
the college till December 1651, when the steward’s accounts 
with the Sirs terminated.” Samuel Phillips, son 
Governor Phillips, minister Watertown, was the same 
class. Mr. Sibley says him (p. graduated 
the age twenty-five years, after which he'continued the 
college nearly year. June 1651, the year after his 
Eaton was son Theophilus Eaton, 
Governor the New Haven Colony, and was graduated 
1646. His father maintained him the college until 
proceeded Master Arts” (p. 172). Urian Oakes was 
the same class, and afterward was made fourth President 
the college. graduating continued reside the 


college and board commons. till (p. 173). These 
are illustrations what was common custom many 
years after the founding the college. 

The same was true Yale College the early years the 
last century. The celebrated Jonathan Edwards was grad- 
uated Yale 1720 the age sixteen. continued,” 
says Dr. Sprague, his connection with the college resi- 
dent graduate for about two years, during which time 
was chiefly occupied his preparation for the ministry.” 

During this long period, from 1638 until toward the middle 
the last century, does not seem have become custom 
that the candidates for the ministry should reside the 
families ministers and study under their special care. 
Doubtless there were many scattered instances this kind, 
but not until the last century was well its way did this 
practice become general. 

Dr. Joseph Bellamy Bethlem, Ct., seems have been 
the first establish something like school the 
his house. was graduated Yale College 
1735, the age sixteen. Two years later was licensed 
preach. 1740 was ordained Bethlem, and re- 
mained there through ministry fifty years, till his 
death 1790. Some the more notable men who resorted 
him for theological instruction were Dr. Samuel Spring, 
Dr. Joseph Eckley the Old South Church, Boston, Dr. John 
Smalley, Dr. Ephraim Judson Sheffield, Dr. Jonathan 
Edwards (the younger Edwards), and Dr. Levi Hart. 

Dr. Sprague, his Annals, has the following estimate 
of’ Dr. Bellamy and his system instruction: From the 
time that Dr. Bellamy resumed the stated charge his 
flock, the close his labors itinerant [he had served 
during the Whitefield revival], commenced assisting young 
men their theological studies preparatory the ministry. 
And this department labor soon became highly dis- 
tinguished. Many the most eminent ministers New 
England, the last generation, were trained, great 
measure, under his instructions. was his custom fur- 
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nish his pupils with set questions covering the whole 
field theology, and then give them list books 
corresponding the general subjects which they were 
and, the progress their inquiries, was 
accustomed almost daily examine them, meet whatso- 
ever difficulties they might have found, and put himself 
the attitude. objector, with view once extend 
their knowledge and increase their intellectual acumen. 
When they had gone through the prescribed course read- 
ing, required them write dissertations upon the several 
subjects which had occupied their attention and, afterward, 
sermons those points doctrine which deemed most 
important and, finally, sermons such experimental and 
practical topics they might choose select. was 
particularly earnest inculcating the importance high 
tone spiritual feeling element ministerial charac- 
ter and success. His students are said have formed the 
very highest idea his talents. and character, and, some 
instances, have regarded him with veneration bordering 
well-nigh upon idolatry.” 

Dr. Samuel Hopkins Newport, was that period 
one the great theological thinkers New England. But 
was rather system-maker than teacher. The same 
was true still higher sense Jonathan Edwards, senior. 

years passed on, quite number the pupils Dr. 
Bellamy, their turn, became heads these private schools 
theology various parts New England, e.g. Dr. Levi 
Hart Preston (now Griswold), Ct.; Dr. John Smalley 
New Britain, Ct.; Dr. Samuel Spring Newburyport, Mass. 
Dr. Jonathan Edwards New Haven, Ct.; Dr. Ephraim 
Judson Sheffield, Mass. 

were attempt enumerate full the pupils 
studying these several schools should swell our article 
unduly with lists names. the five men above-named, 
Dr. Hart and Dr. Smalley were perhaps foremost, regarded 
theological teachers but goodly numbers students re- 
sorted also Drs. Edwards, Judson, and Spring. 
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few the more prominent pupils these schools 
may mentioned. 
Dr. Jonathan Edwards New Haven received into his 


family, from time considerable number students, 


among whom were Dr. Samuel Austin Worcester, Mass., 
afterward President Vermont Dr. Edward 
Dorr Griffin Andover Theological Seminary and Park 
Street Church, Boston, and afterward President Williams 
Dr. Jedediah Morse Charlestown, Mass.; and 
Dr. Samuel Nott Franklin, Ct. 

Dr. Ephraim Judson Sheffield, Mass.; instructed not 
few, among whom were Dr. Jonathan Strong Randolph, 
Mass., and Dr. Elijah Parish Byfield, Mass. 

Dr. Smalley’s school New Britain was quite numerously 
attended. From twenty-five thirty studied with him. 
His most distinguished pupils, perhaps, were Dr. Nathanael 
Emmons Franklin, Mass.,and Dr. Ebenezer Porter, settled 
Washington, Ct., and called thence bear very promi- 
nent part the early history Andover Seminary, and 
take large share all the great religious enterprises his 
time. 

Among the pupils Dr. Samuel Spring Newburyport 
were Dr. Eliphalet Gillett Hallowell, Me., and Dr. Caleb 
Tenney Newport, and afterward Wethers- 
field, Ct. 

Dr. Levi Hart Preston superintended the theological 
education Dr. Asa Burton Thetford, Vt., and Dr. 
Charles Backus Somers, Ct., and large 
others. 

must borne mind that while these private theolog- 
ical schools were busy their work here and there, was 
still the custom, the early days, with many young men 
linger about the colleges where they had graduated, and 
pursue their theological studies there, mostly themselves, 
but with helps and suggestions from the presidents 
fessors. 

the class 1769 Yale College were graduated two 
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young men special note, the two leading scholars the 
class, Dr. Nathan distinguished the 
First Church Hartford; and Dr. Timothy Dwight, after- 
ward President the College. Two years earlier, 1767, 
was graduated Dr. Joseph Lyman, the well-known minister 
Hatfield, and one year later, 1770, Dr. Joseph 
Buckminster Portsmouth, H., finished his college course. 
These four young men all became tutors the college, and 
meanwhile pursued their theological studies, helping each- 
other probably, and receiving hints and suggestions from Dr. 
Daggett, then the acting president. The same habits the- 
ological study still went about Harvard College. So, 
when Dartmouth College was formed 1769, some the 
early graduates went back and studied under President 
Wheelock. The same was true Williams and Bowdoin 
Colleges, and Brown University. 

Coming down now the closing years the last century 
and the early years the present, shall find that the op- 
portunities for theological study these private schools had 
been greatly multiplied. Dr. Bellamy, who, more than any 
other man, perhaps, originated the system, had now passed 
away. 

the following enumeration the several private schools 
theology, additional those already mentioned, will 
range them, nearly may be, according the whole 
number students instructed each. Dr. Nathanael 
Emmons Franklin, Mass.,is believed have had under 
his charge larger number than any one else. His ministry 
was long and was favorite teacher. The number re- 
sorting him for instruction reckoned have been not 
far from one hundred. Dr. Park,in his extended Memoir 
Dr. Emmons, published given complete view 
his methods instruction, with brief notices many 
his pupils. need not therefore enlarge upon this part 
our subject. 

Next the order the number students was the school 
Dr. Asa Burton Thetford, Vt. Dr. Burton was or- 
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dained Thetford, Jan. 19, 1779, and remained until his 
death, May ministry fifty-seven years. From 
the sketch his life the tenth volume the American 
Quarterly Register Rev. Thomas Adams, learn the fol- 
lowing facts connected with his school instruction. 
1786 commenced taking students divinity, from which 
time until 1816, when declined taking any more, had 
from two four students constantly under his care. Be- 
sides the instruction conveyed his daily intercourse, 
was accustomed spend about three hours time, twice 
each week, lecturing them upon the various points 
his About sixty were prepared for the minis- 
try, either wholly part, under his instruction. And 
when look over list his students, feel constrained 
inquire what theological seminary, however richly en- 
dowed, ably sustained, has furnished larger proportion 
able and successful ministers the New Testament?” 
Rev. David Thurston, formerly Maine, one Dr. Bur- 
ton’s pupils, said him: instructor systematic 
theology, give him higher place than any other man 
whom have ever known...... His great excellency 
teacher systematic divinity consisted his talent pre- 
sent divine truth manner unusually lucid, rational, com- 
prehensive, convincing. His pupils never had occasion 
inquire what meant any instruction which communi- 

Had Dr. Charles Backus, Somers, Ct., been blessed 
with length days, like Dr. Emmons and Dr. Burton, 
not unlikely that might have educated equal, even 
greater, number theological students. His ministry was 
comparatively short, beginning 1773 and ending 1803. 
young minister, just entering upon his professional life, 
would not likely attract students once. Some years 
must pass away. His name must have gone abroad and his 
reputation good measure established before would 
sought for this capacity. The work Dr. Backus 
theological teacher must have been mainly done period 
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fifteen years, between 1785 and 1800. The latest years 
his life were passed the weakness and burden disease. 
Yet had under his charge not far from fifty and 
among them were many that afterward filled very high and 
important positions. Among his pupils were Dr. Leonard 
Woods Andover, Dr. John Church Pelham, Dr. Alvan 
Hyde Lee, Dr. Timothy Mather Cooley Granville, Dr. 
Thomas Snell North Brookfield, Dr. Zephaniah Swift 
Moore, President Williams and Amherst College, and Dr. 
Henry Davis, President Middlebury and Hamilton Colleges. 

Rev. Asahel Hooker, minister Goshen, Ct., was, for 
time, exceedingly honored and successful teacher theol- 
ogy. himself, after graduating Yale 1789, studied 
divinity under Rev. William Robinson Southington, Ct., 
father our great biblical scholar, Dr. Edward Robinson. 
Mr. Hooker was settled Goshen 1791, and remained 
until ill health compelled him resign 1810. after- 
ward had brief settlement Chelsea parish, Norwich. 
During his ministry had charge the education thirty- 
one students theology and among them were such names 
Dr. Bennet Tyler, Rev. Joshua Huntington, Dr. Heman 
Humphrey, and Dr. John Woodbridge. Dr. Humphrey, who 
became one our foremost educators, said Mr. Hooker, 
was uncommonly skilful well successful theo- 
logical teacher and not aware that any his students 
have ever dishonored their teacher their profession. 
had list questions, was common that day, embracing 
all the essential points theological course, which 
were required read our theses before him 
stated hours, and proved himself good critic and 
able teacher. was not his fault, but the fault his pupils, 
they did not enjoy good advantages under. his instruc- 
tion were then attainable. But, after all, living his 


‘family, observing how went out and came in, how 


walked before his flock leading them into green pastures, 

enjoying his daily conversation, and getting insensibly, 

were, initiated into the duties the pastoral office, the 
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light his example, were the most important benefits 
enjoyed his school.” 

Dr. Theophilus Packard was ordained minister Shel- 
burne, Mass., Feb. 20,1799. For quite number years, 
until the time came that most our theological students 
pursued their studies the seminary, Dr. Packard had stu- 
dents divinity constantly under his care. The whole 
number taught him seems have been the same with 
Mr. Hooker, thirty-one. 

Rev. Thomas Shepard, D.D., late Bristol, was 
ordained Ashfield, Mass., and was therefore neighbor 
vigor intellect, and distinguished for his knowledge theo- 
logical doctrine and ecclesiastical polity...... 
theological pupil the celebrated Dr. Burton. adopted, 
throughout, ‘the Taste Scheme,’ was then called, which 
his honored teacher was the champion, not the father. 
well remember the first discussion had with him his own 
study. was during winter evening, and before were 
aware the lateness the hour the clock struck one.” 

Dr. Stephen West Stockbridge was earlier 
ning his work, having been ordained June, 15, 1759; and 
his ministry was long, continuing until his dismission 1818. 
died 1819. difficult ascertain how many men 
instructed. Dr. Chester Dewey, formerly Rochester, 
N.Y., who was one his pupils, his letter contributed 
Sprague’s Annals, makes the following statement Dr. West 
instructed many young men for the ministry. was among 
the last, and think the very last, his theological students 
[Dr. Dewey joined his family 1807]. His method 
teaching previous years not know. But 
gave subjects short, regular system,—as the being 
and attributes God, the authenticity the Scriptures, 
etc.,— and books read the several subjects, and required 
dissertation upon each, which read him. heard the 
dissertation, and made such remarks were called for, 
pointed out the relation the doctrines, and explained pas- 
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sages Scripture. The books read were few. Among 
them were Hopkins’s System Divinity.” 

While this work private ministerial education was going 
forward different parts New England, there were certain 
ministers who, similar way, made specialty fitting 
boys for college. Good schools were not numerous 
now, hor was convenient present travel long 
distances reach such schools did then exist. Conse- 
quently the houses some ministers became like little 
academies, where, from year year, companies boys 
might found fitting for college. There were two men 
least New England who largely combined their instruc- 
tions theological and classical students. Dr. Nathan Per- 
kins West Hartford, Ct., had ministry extraordinary 
length, sixty-six 1772 Dr. Sprague says 
him: the course his ministry Dr. Perkins preached 
ten thousand sermons, attended more than hundred eccle- 
siastical councils, assisted more than hundred and fifty 
young men their preparation for college, and had under 
his care, different times, more than thirty theological 
students.” 

Dr. Samuel Wood Boscawen, H., did the same thing. 
his long ministry, reaching from 1781 1836, fitted 
not far from hundred boys for college, among whom were 
Ezekiel and Daniel Webster, and superintended the educa- 
tion some twenty theological students. 

Another private theological school, well known and quite 
popular the beginning the present century, was that 
Dr. Alvan Hyde Lee. was,as have pupil 
Dr. Charles Backus, also Dr. Stephen West, and was 
settled Lee 1792, where continued until his death 
1833. Candidates for the ministry, especially from Williams 
College, the early years the present century made the 
house Dr. Hyde their home for theological study. Dr. 
Heman said him, pastor Dr. Hyde was 
second minister with whom have ever been acquaint- 
Dr. Mark Hopkins was indeed, his 


380 THEOLOGICAL EDUCATION. April, 


whole and demeanor the pulpit, such man 
love see there, and welcome messenger from 
God.” 

Upon the Connecticut river, Massachusetts, were two 
men distinguished their generation, Dr. Joseph Lathrop 
West Springfield and Dr. Joseph Lyman Hatfield. Both 
their ministries were long; that Dr. Lathrop, sixty-four 
years, from 1750 1828; that Dr. Lyman, fifty-seven 
years, from 1771 1828. Both these were accustomed 
receive students divinity into their families and superintend 
their education. Dr. Lathrop, Prof. Bela Edwards said, 
assisted about twenty young gentlemen preparing for 


the ministry, among whom was President Appleton.” 


find definite statement showing how many young 
men were educated for the ministry Dr. Lyman; but from 
those who are known have studied with him, infer that 
instructed about the same number Lathrop. 

Dr. Walter Harris Dumbarton, had ministry 
reaching from 1789 1843. like Dr. Perkins and Dr. 
Wood, combined himself the double work fitting boys 
for college and instructing candidates for the ministry. Dr. 
Sprague says him, “In the early part his ministry 
fitted many young men for college, service for which his 


thorough scholarship abundantly fitted him...... The 


young men who pursued their studies, especially the study 
theology, under him not only regarded him with veneration 
man, but formed the highest estimate his qualifications 
instructor.” 

Dr. Samuel Austin, during the twenty-five years (1790- 
1815) which was settled over the First Church 
Worcester, Mass., was recognized excellent theological 
teacher. Dr. Sprague says him, directed the theo- 
logical studies considerable number young men 
their preparation for the ministry; and among them was the 
late Dr. Samuel Worcester, who, especially from his connec- 
tion with the missionary enterprise, has left imperishable 
name.” 
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Dr. Elijah Parish, minister Byfield, Mass., from 1787 
1825, was uncommonly able man. received theologi- 
cal students into his family, and was known wise and 
able and, the same time, enthusiastic teacher. 

Dr. Jacob Catlin was the minister New Marlborough, 
Mass., from 1786 1826. “In the course his ministry, 
fitted considerable number young men for college, 
being excellent Latin and Greek scholar, and always mak- 
ing advances classical studies. Several also prosecuted 
their theological studies under him who have since been well 
known faithful and wise 

Dr. Ebenezer Porter was settled the ministry the 
quiet town Washington, Ct., the year 1796. From this 
place was called, the year 1811, the Bartlet pro- 
fessorship Andover. From this time onward his death, 
1834, few men filled larger more important offices 
connected with the Christian church. his earlier life, 
while pastor Washington, was successful theological 
teacher. Dr. Sprague says, addition his other duties, 
assisted number theological students their prepar- 
ation for the ministry service which, without his knowl- 
edge, was preparing him for his ultimate field labor.” 

have, perhaps, gone far enough the way desig- 
nating these private schools theology; and yet have 
means exhausted the subject. Passing from the point 
where now are would easy and name 
large number prominent ministers, different sections 
Néw England, who, without aspiring known public 
theological teachers, yet received into their families and gave 
instruction greater smaller number students. 
Among such men were Dr. Eden Burroughs Hanover, 
Rev. Elisha Fisk Upton, Mass., Dr. Bennet Tyler 
Middlebury, Ct., Rev. John Murray Newburyport, Mass., 
Dr. Solomon Williams Lebanon, Ct., Dr. Andrew Yates 
East Hartford, Ct., Rev. Abijah Wines Newport, H., 
Dr. John Church Pelham, H., Dr. Perez Fobes 
Raynham. Mass., Rev. Bezaleel Pinneo Milford, Ct., Dr. Seth 
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Payson Rindge, H., Rev. Jonathan French Andover, 
Mass., Rev. David McGregor Londonderry, H., Rev. Wil- 
liam Robinson Southington, Ct., Dr. John Crane North- 
bridge, Mass., and many others whom cannot pause name. 

Indeed, while this custom private theological education 
continued, almost any minister average standing might 
naturally asked, least once his life, take charge 
some student divinity. Dr. Joseph McKeen, Professor 
Rhetoric Harvard College, studied theology with Dr. 
Joseph Dana Ipswich. Another Dr. Joseph McKeen, 
different family, first President Bowdoin College, studied 
theology with Rev. Simon Williams Windham, 
Dr. Samuel Hopkins lived four months the family 
Jonathan Edwards Northampton. Dr. Elias Cornelius 
studied under Dr. Lyman Beecher Litchfield, Ct. Dr. 
Emerson Davis studied with Dr. Edward Griffin. Dr. 
Richard Salter Storrs Braintree pursued his theological 
studies with Dr. Aaron Woolworth Bridgehampton, 

But while these schools and these individual teachers were 
thus busy their work needful recur once again 
what was still going about the colleges. Dr. Timothy 
Dwight, during the twenty-two years that was President 
Yale College (1795-1815), probably instructed more stu- 
dents theology than were taught any one these private 
schools, unless may that Dr. 
Kingsley, his History Yale College, says Dr. Dwight, 
this connection, There was always number, greater 
less, theological students, residing the college grad- 
uates, who looked him for instruction. These students 
met occasionally, sometimes once week and sometimes 
oftener, when dissertations were read subjects previously 
assigned after which the president added his remarks 
the opinions advanced and the course arguments adopted.” 
Around the other colleges existing that time New Eng- 
land the same process went on, less degree, either under 
the superintendence the presidents some the older 
professors. 
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Looking back now over these long periods our New 
England history, which these simpler methods theologi- 
cal education prevailed, and comparing their results with 
the work now done our Theological Seminaries, are 
prompted make various suggestions, but must defer them 
until the July Number the Bibliotheca Sacra. 


ARTICLE XI. 


RECENT GERMAN WORKS, AND UNIVERSITY 
INTELLIGENCE. 


THEOLOGICAL WORKS. 

Oberpfarrer Fischer: Hymn Lexicon (Kirchenlieder-Lexicon). 
Fischer, Pastor. Hymnological and Literary Information 
concerning 4500 the most important and most widely-used Hymns 
all Ages, alphabetically arranged; with index authors. Vols. 

The hymns discussed are, course, Latin German, but the book 
will tell the origin and many hymns which dwell happily 
among translations. his choice hymns for treatment,” says 
the Leipzig Centralblatt, the author has followed mainly the hymn-books 
used the Prussian province Saxony, from the earliest editions down 
the present, but excluding the books dating from the rationalistic 
period.” (!) supplement these has used the Porst hymn-book 
more especially representation the pietistic hymnology, and Weihe’s 
hymn-book for Minden and Ravensberg, also the Berlin Treasury hymns, 
more especially representing later hymnology. has included also 
number Latin hymns which have influenced German hymnology, 
are found German hymn-books. 

Karl Christian Fried. Krause: Biography based his Correspond- 
ence. Procksch. One photo. portrait. Leipzig: 
Grunow. 1880. Marks. 

The Leipzig Centralblatt reviewer says: Who could read unmoved 
passage like the following, written letter just after unjust perse- 
cution? 92: ‘My spirit restful and submissive God. Righteous 
indignation the treatment which experience from enemies 
come the workings universal divine love, which has awakened 
within new all who take pleasure striving 
towards ideal, and who have not yet yielded the material 
our day cannot too strongly recommend this warm, yet impartial, 
story life.” 
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Wurm: Buddhism, the pre-Christian attempt Universal 
Religion Redemption (Buddhismus oder der vorchristliche Versuch einer 
Universalreligion). Pastor Paul Wurm. 8vo. pp. 50. 
Giitersloh: Bertelmann. 1880. Mark. 

the Theol. Lit. Ztg. Baudissin says: The author has here dis- 
cussed portion the general subject which treated 1874 his 
‘History the Indian that former work took very 
creditable rank, his book being one the best introductions the subject 
for laymen. The present treatise more popular form, and was 
written originally fur the Journal Missions’ (Allgem. Missions- 
zeitschrift). 

Wendt: The Symbolics the Roman Catholic Church (Symbolik 
der Kirche). Pastor Bernh. Wendt. Part 
pp- 299. Gotha: Perthes. 1880. Marks. 

The work described the reviewer the Leipzig Lit. Centralblatt 
containing, first, condensed history the Council Trent and the 
Vatican Council, then exposition the Roman Catholic doctrines 
man’s original state, original sin and justification, also the general 
doctrine the sacraments, and the doctrines baptism and confirmation. 
The reviewer praises the work highly, but points out danger which the 
writer has not altogether avoided, saying: must learn acknowl- 
edge that the teachings individual theologians the church often vary 
from the system the church, even when these individuals declare that 
they submit fully the The sharp distinctions between dif- 
ferent mediaeval theologians are too readily minimized. Our author’s 
representation Thomas Aquinas vitiated this 

Prof. Hofmann: Biblical Hermeneutics (Biblische Herme- 
neutik). the late Prof. Chr. von Hofmann, weiland Professor. 
Edited from Manuscripts and Lectures, Prof. Dr. Volck. 8vo. 

Mr. Lemme says, review the book the Theol. Lit. Ztg.: 
proposes not discuss the general rules interpretation, 
not even make these his basis; but means only consider what 
must added the general laws interpretation order that these 
general laws may applied the peculiarity the subject requires.” 
But, says the reviewer, wisely, cannot thus teach truly how expound. 
The general laws include the law due estimation peculiarities. 
Lemme adds: “In appearance Hofmann recognizes the general laws 
Hermeneutics; but really sets them aside, when treats them 
taken for granted and not requiring his consideration all. pushes 
them aside make room for his own redemptive theory sacred Scrip- 
ture. principle contradicts the general doctrine Hermeneutics 
whole and detail. Whilst ordinary hermeneutical process 
begins with the simplest elements text and proceeds thence what 
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composite, from the individual parts the large whole, from word 
sentence, from sentence paragraph, Hofmann’s course the contrary. 
begins with the Holy Scripture whole, from which part may 
omitted and which part may added. This discussed 
Part his book. Not until begins Part does treat the 
diversities (1) between Old New Test., (2) between past, present, 
and future. Even here ever treating the unity the 
Dr. Ludw. Keller, Archivar: History the Anabaptists and their King- 
dom Miinster (Geschichte der With hitherto unprinted 
documents. Dr. Keller, Keeper Archives. 8vo. pp. 828. 
Coppenrath. 1880. Marks. 

Prof. Paul Lagarde: Orientalia. Prof. Paul Lagarde, Lic. 
Theol., Dr. Phil. First Series from the 24th, Second Series from the 26th, 
Volume the Transactions the Royal Scientific Society 
104 and 64. Dieterich. 1879-80. 

Here are two new evidences the untiring diligence the author and 
his great, unquestionable fitness teach men concerning Semitic phil- 
ology and also concerning the contents the Old Testament. may 
well quote the words the reviewer the Leipzig Centralblatt: “In 
our opinion Lagarde pre-eminently fitted guide the royal 
road Hebrew learning. For his unquestionable merit have 
undertaken what Ewald used demand, namely, the acquisition 
perfect familiarity with the Semitic literatures indispensable 
interpretation the Old Testament. For many years has been work- 
ing with the grand object before him restoring, far possible, those 
texts the Old Testament books which stood the earliest 
formed the time Ezra. this end has sought construct 
critical text the Septuagint one great, intermediate stepping-stone. 
has been collecting materials for this from all possible sources, and 
has also given these materials the scientific world, that all biblical 
students may move along with him, gain the same enlightenment 
does, and ready last appreciate double sense the final re- 
the critically restored text. The task long, laborious one; but 
expect that some part the crowning fruit will ere long published. 
The prospect gives us, will give many, unfeigned pleasure.” 

But Prof. Lagarde has been rendering another service Semitic 
scholars and students the sacred Scriptures. has been constantly 
printing special results his minute study Semitic literature, either 
appending these the volumes published apparatus criticus for the 
LXX, publishing them separate treatises. The two volumes now 
before are illustrations these various sorts publications. 

The first series the Orientalia consists two parts Description 
the Coptic the University Library; Fragments 
the Coptic translation the Old Testament. the introduction 
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the second these parts Prof. Lagarde says: “In report 
Septuagint studies made the late Minister Education, Miihler, 
June 1870, said that the first necessary work the field which 
was engaged the work which purposed perform and was then per- 
forming was ascertain the forms the Bible which had been current 
the various ecclesiastical provinces. Since have found myself 
compelled limit aim, least for the present, the restoration 
the texts Hesychius and Lucian. are determine the text 
which was current Egypt, must examine the Egyptian translations. 
Above all, the Upper Egyptian necessary, but that Lower Egypt 
also indispensable. prepared, copy the Upper Egyptian 
text Ecclesiasticus and the Wisdom Solomon. The document from 
which copied was copy prepared Peyron from the Turin Ms., and 
was sent the late King John Saxony and his daughter, the 
Duchess Genoa. copy would have been published ere now but for 
the difficulty journey Turin order the necessary comparison 
work with the original.” translate these lines show the 
difficulties which lie the way accurate knowledge the 
1875 published one third the Upper Egyptian Psalter from 
belonging Lord Zouch. .... have since then waited vain 
see that work used even mentioned.” These sentences are worthy 
translation supplement the article, Egyptian Versions the Bible 
Dictionary (Am. ed.). Prof. Lagarde adds: are better off re- 
spects the Bahiric version than respects the Sahidic. now publish 
follows such parts the Bahiric translation the historical books the 
Old Testament are accessible me.” follow three extracts from 
Joshua, one from Judges, thirteen from Kings, nine from Chronicles, one 
Proverbs, one from Ecclesiasticus. The sources these texts are 
the the Prayer-book, (Rome, 1762), and the Ritual 
(Rome, 1763), Berlin and Tukis’s Coptic Psalter, published 
Rome 1744. Such are the contents the second part Orientalia 
the first part the same given extended description the 
Coptic mss. (from which part the above taken, 
stated). The contents these are chiefly liturgical. Prof. Lagarde 
says: will seen from index how much may gained for bib- 
lical criticism from liturgies, although these have been much ‘despised. 
Liturgies are utterances the church. The text the Bible 
used them the official and long Christianity was alive 
those lands the Scriptures were heard and understood individual 
Christians only through the church. The people heard the liturgical 
quotations very often, knew them exactly, and would not suffer changes 
come into them, changes have occasionally crept into the Mss. the 
Bible The index shows that nearly two thousand passages are 
quoted; the passages containing from one verse chapter. Three 
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eighths them are from the Old Testament, the rest from the New Tes- 
tament, save one from the Apocrypha. 

Orientalia II. contains also two parts. these the first contribu- 
tion lexicography, being notes the origin, form, and meaning 

the Leipsig Centralblatt writes: Here almost oppressive 
wealth instruction. Great masses linguistic knowledge dug out 
the deepest mines philology are presented us, and masterly, 
methodical hand these materials are shown yield truly great results. 
The article upon brilliant illustration the writer’s knowledge 


and method and hope ere long present our 


more full description that article and others the book. Meantime 
will useful give the outlines Lagarde’s essay first 
shows that the word not Syriac and not North-Arabic, but that 
Assyrian, Phenician, and Homeritic; also that the vocalization 
represented our Tiberian punctuation Then seeking the 
meaning the word demonstrates that not necessarily 
derived from (inf. dix), and, moreover, this verb does not 
seem have had the meaning “to strong.” Lagarde 
then examines fifty-four different monosyllables which are pointed with 
and eliminates from comparison with all the fifty-four save 
explain the meaning this word proposes possible and probable 
that equivalent reached out.” discusses the meaning 
Gen. xxxi. 29; Deut. xxviii. 32; Micah Prov. Neh. 
which passages the phrase occurs, and concludes that 
means that which lies reaching distance”; and God) means, 
probably, “that one towards whom reach Lagarde next ex- 
believes that must have meant “he stretched Again, the 
preposition (pl. constr. throws further light the matter, con- 


firming the derivation suggested. The Phenician simply 


plained like the many words with afformative This etymology 
seems likely accepted scholars generally. would gladly 
describe the other articles, but cannot here so. strongly advise 
all students Hebrew read Orientalia without delay. 

The second part the volume describes part the contents 
Armenian work (published Venice 1836) Ephraim Edessa. 
The work was discussion explanations Genesis given “the 
tions which that controverted. The work therefore 
importance the study lexicography and its history. may trans- 
late few sentences from Lagarde’s introduction. says: Not many 
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who study the Old Testament know how uncertain the ground which 
they stand. There lexical uncertainty; for there are many Hebrew 
words the history whose meaning cannot written. translate 
often conjecture, and ought not suppose that the great age 
conjecture good evidence complete historical testimony given 
reliable reporters. .... must study the history lexical tradition and 
lexical conjecture ere can real lexicographers, even humble 
sense.” Therefore, Lagarde says, proceeds publish much 
can concerning Ephraim’s Appended these sections 
the volume short, but valuable, discourse Psalm xxii., its structure 
and origin. 

Prof. Paul Lagarde: Symmicta I., 1877, Symmicta 
Prof. Paul Lagarde. 8vo. pp. iv, 232, Marks; Vol. II. 

The first volume contained reprints seventeen his own reviews 
and brief articles which had appeared various periodicals; also the 
following new matter: description the Hebrew Mss., twelve 
number (along with some fragments and Arabic which belong 
the town Erfurt; from the physician Africanus (in Greek) 
series metrical translations Riickert, which were left the 
possession the present editor his teacher and friend, and, 
finally, some material for the critical study Epiphanius. may noie 
that among the reprinted articles the following are specially interesting: 
No. review Olshausen’s Contributions the Criticism the 
Traditional Text Genesis; No. condemnatory review Payne 
the Classification Semitic Roots. 

Volume II. contains several articles. The most important the 
author’s Preface edition the Septuagint.” expects 
publish very soon volume containing Joshua, Judges, the four Books 
Kings, Psalms, Job, and Proverbs. says: “In the first six books 
print the several editions parallel columns (Lucian wrote out com- 
plete, years ago) and confine remarks the original form the 
translation occasional observations the notes. the last three books 
hope give least approximate restoration the hand the first 
may well quote the following words Prof. 
Robertson Smith, his review the Academy: work, done 
Prof. Lagarde can it, will the highest value students the 
Old Testament; but much regretted that difficulties, mainly 
pecuniary, have compelled our critic limit his plans for the collation 
fresh material the libraries France and Italy. not yet too late 
express the hope that the friends sacred letters will give such hearty 
support the undertaking may enable Prof. Lagarde out 
his task without con‘racting the broad basis his original design.” 
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Volume the Symmicta contains also various critical articles, some 
being contains also Epiphanius’s book concerning Measures 
and Weights, published now completely for the first time. See next notice. 

Prof. Paul Lagarde: Vet. Testamenti Origene recensiti fragmenta 
apud Syros servata quinque. Praemititur Epiphanii mensuris pon- 
deribus liber primum integer ipse Syriacus. Paulus Lagarde 
edidit. 8vo. pp.iv,356. Dieterich. 1880. Marks. 

Pages 1-76 contain Syriac translation Epiphanius’s work above 
mentioned. The editions which had been hitherto published contained 
chiefly notes the canon, Old Test. versions, and Origen’s labors. 
Only short portion treated weights and measures. Prof. Lagarde 
has published Syriac translation which completes the work, showing that 
only the introduction was hitherto known. The text taken from two 
mss. which were found the British Museum. The principal part the 
volume the Syro-Hexaplar text Exodus, Numbers, Joshua, Kings 
and far these are contained the London and Paris 
The value this text help the criticism and restoration the 
LXX text very great. The articles Smith’s Dict. the Bible 
describe the Hexapla Origen, which constructed show parallel 
columns the Hebrew text, the same repeated Greek character, the 
versions Aquila, Symmachus, and Theodotion, and the LXX text cor- 
rected Origen from all sources open him. This great work was 
probably, 653 but 617 618 Paul Tella prepared 
Syriac version that LXX text Origen. The mss. which Prof. 
Lagarde has used date nearly from the time when the translation was 
viz. that Exodus London from 697, and the three other 
London and one Paris from the eighth century. 

may here mention the titles and dates two other volumes pub- 
lished Prof. Lagarde: (1) Praetermissorum libri duo series 
important, short Syriac texts), 1879; (2) Semitica, Part II. (containing 
valuable the Codex Sarravianus), 1879. 

Prof. Emil Schiirer: The Jewish Congregation Rome and its Con- 
stitution during the Empire (Gemeindeverfassung der Juden Rom 
der Kaiserzeit). study Inscriptions. Prof. Schiirer. With 
forty-five Jewish Inscriptions. Leipzig: Hinrichs. 1879. 
Marks. 

Contributions the History the Hussite Movement, III. 
zur Geschichte der husitischen Bewegung). The Tractatus longaevo 
schismate the Abbot Ludolph Sagan. With Introduction and 
Critical and Explanatory Notes. Vienna: Loserth. Gerold’s Son 
Comm. 1880. 

Prof. Smend: The Prophet Ezekiel (Der Prophet Ezechiel). 
Commentary Prof. Smend, Dr. and Lic. Theol. With eight Wood- 
engravings and Lithographic Plan. 8vo. pp. xxx, 397. 
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Marks. The book second edition Ezekiel, Part the Brief 
Exegetical Handbook the Old Testament (Kurzgefasstes exegetisches 
Handbuch zum Alten Testament, the first edition having been 
the well-known work the late Prof. Hitzig. 

new Commentary Ezekiel must attract strongly the interest Old 
Test. students, for evidently one the most important questions started 
the new theory Hebrew history must be, Does Ezekiel pre-suppose 
Leviticus, does Leviticus presuppose Ezekiel? Does close examina- 
tion the language and ideas this prophet and that law show that 
the prophet’s proposed ritual system built upon the Levitical system, 
Ezekiel’s system the forerunner the 

The following sentences are translated from the reviews the Theol. 
Lit. Ztg. and the Leipzig Lit. Centralblatt: author this com- 
mentary began his examination Ezekiel full expectation that 
should find clear evidence that Ezekiel had used the Levitical document. 
But nowhere did find what sought. His result was rather exactly 
the opposite. .... became convinced that the actual path develop- 
ment lay, not from the Levitical law Ezekiel, but from Ezekiel the 
Levitical law.” Thus another Old Testament scholar great ability has 
changed sides the present controversy; and this the more remarkable 
when remembered that former publication Prof. Smend (Moses 
apud prophetas, Halle, 1875) was controversial treatise supporting the 
old view. 

Let translate further, briefly, from one these reviewers: 
opinion very different from that Hitzig had said, Ezekiel 
lives the night, when cannot work; therefore retreats upon the 
old literature. Since can longer live the theocracy spends 
his darkened hours with the law and recollection. .... Smend, the 
other hand, says, Ezekiel was rather the beginner new period, the 
spiritual father Judaism, and such takes his place among the 
greatest Old Testament men.” Again, says the reviewer, heartily 
agree with the closing words Smend’s preface: Ezekiel can under- 
stood only those who really love the task set for the student biblical 
theology, namely, trace and make clear the history revelation. 
such work shall always serve the true interests the faith.’ The 
unfortunate mistaking purely historical questions for questions faith 
will cease when becomes clear all that the Old Testament history 
there lies revelation, and that this revelation had history.” 

Prof. Dr. Bernh. Stade: Treatise Hebrew Grammar (Lehrbuch 
der Grammatik). Prof. Dr. Stade. Part the 
Character, the Vocalization, and the Word-forms. With two Litho- 
graphic Tables. 8vo. 425. Leipzig: Vogel. 1879. 
Marks. 

This work for the scientific student Hebrew and the Old 
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Test. and for teachers. not one added the legion 
for beginners, and such never farther than beginning. com- 
plete discussion, rather the first half complete discussion, the 
Hebrew differs from the great works Ewald and Olshau- 
sen the view taken the relation Hebrew other Semitic languages. 
quote the Theol. Lit. Ztg’s reviewer: set forth the thesis 
that many things remain Hebrew their original relations, while 
the younger languages they have become dislocated and degenerate. 
Therefore the whole theory the Semitic languages must start from 
Hebrew, because this language shows the earliest forms Semitic 
composition, and contains many primary forms which, later time, 
have been either lost removed from their earlier connections, and 
hence altered. opposition this thesis Olshausen defended the an- 
tithesis that Arabic could not developed from language which stood 
the same stage development with Hebrew. the contrary, 
Hebrew must have been the child language which was twin-sister 
Arabic. Stade sides, the main, with Olshausen, whom has dedi- 
cated his book ‘The Grammarian the Hebrew And 
yet Stade’s position rather mediating than partisan. seeks the 
synthesis Ewald’s thesis and Olshausen’s antithesis. ‘It wrong 
regard Arabic all respects the most ancient and most original 
the Semitic languages. Arabic possesses original forms, but also 
abundance recent forms.’” is, perhaps, best regard both lan- 
guages sister-children one Semitic mother, whose features, however, 
are far more nearly represented Arabic than the much degenerated 
Hebrew. course must not forgotten that our modern pronuncia- 
tions and theories pronunciation were derived from Jews whose fathers 
had not used Hebrew living language for one thousand years; and 
therefore Hebrew the mouths Old Testament writers may have been 
much more like the mother Semitic than sounds when read 
important that Stade treats the so-called hollow verbs and the Ayin 
doubled verbs true monosyllabic verbs. does not come from gawam, 
nor from sabhabh. Here agrees with Lagarde. hope that 
Prof. Stade will very soon give Part 11. his book, order that 
may have his opinions Hebrew syntax. The most serious fault 
found with Olshausen that has never published his Syntax, although 
his dates from 1861. Shall not length have thorough 
discussion the Genitive, Niphal and Hithpael, and, 
above all, the tenses and the conversive Vav? 

Prof. Ritschi: History Pietism the Reformed Church (Geschichte 
des Pietismus der reformirten Kirche). Prof. Dr. Albrecht Ritschl. 
8vo. pp. viii, 600. Bonn: Marcus. 1880. Markt. Also 
Ritschl, History Pietism. Vol. 

The author the great work the Doctrine Atonement and Justi- 
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fication, its history, the biblical material for it, and its scientific statement, 
here again publishing the theological world results his close study 
the history religious thought and life. The reviewer the Leipzig 
Centralblatt says, after complaint that extracts are quoted too largely: 
The work merits cordial gratitude the author all the more because 
treats subject which our ecclesiastical historians have touched but 
subject, too, which not every one could well discuss, especially 
the necessary documents are difficult access. .... The author right 
declaring that the sectarian and pietistic phenomena the ecclesiastical 
territory which was under Calvin’s influence, especially such phenomena 
the Netherlands, were essentially revivifications modes thought 
which belonged Catholicism, and which were not homoge- 
neous with the Christianity the Reformation.” 


UNIVERSITY INTELLIGENCE. 


The following courses lectures, among others, will delivered the 
approaching summer Semester, opening April 15th and closing about 
August 12th: 

Bonn: Prof. Kamphausen, Genesis, History the Kings 
Prof. Mangold, New Testament Introduction, History New 
Testament Canon, John; Prof. Krafft, Church History (Part 1.), Ecclesi- 
astical History the Seventeenth and Eighteenth Centuries; Prof. Lange, 
Introduction Dogmatics, Prof. Christlieb, History Chris- 
tian Worship, Catechetics Prof, Arabic (continued), Arabic 
Authors, Syriac, Ethiopic (continued). 

Leipzig: Prof. Baur, Isaiah, System Practical 
(Part 1.); Prof. Kahnis, Church History (Part 11.), Dogmatics, History 
the Prof. Luthardt, Romans, Theological Prof. 
Franz Delitzsch, Genesis, Old Testament Introduction; Prof. Schmidt, 
Biblical Theology the New Testament, Matthew; Priv. Doc. Guthe, 
Psalms, Israelite Festivals; Priv. Doc. Ryssel, Hebrew Grammar, Be- 
lief Immortality the Old Prof. Drobisch, Introduction 
Philosophy and Logic, Application the Doctrine Probabilities 
the Relations Human Life; Prof. Fleischer, The Koran according 
Beidhawi, the Poems Mutanabbi, Sadi’s Gulistan, Turkish Grammar 
with Prof. Curtius, Latin Grammar; Prof. Wundt, History 
Later Philosophy Prof. Lipsius, History Gréek Prose Literature; Prof. 
Windisch, Sanskrit Exercises for Beginners, Introduction the Rigveda, 
Pali, and Irish Exercises; Prof. Friedrich Difficult Assyrian 
Texts; Sumeric and Accadian Texts; Biblical Aramaic, Grammar and 
Daniel, Syriac. 

Tiibingen: Prof. von Church History (Part 
History Doctrine (Part Prof. Weiss, Christian Ethics (Part 1.), 
(selected Prof. Buder, The Fundamental Questions the 
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Philosophy Religion and Apologetics, Comparative Exposition the 
Lutheran Symbols, The Synoptical Words Jesus; Prof. Kiibel, The 
Doctrines the Christian Faith (Part 1.), Ephesians, Deutero-Isaiah; 
Prof. Kautzsch, Theological Encyclopaedia, Selected Psalms; Biblical 
Aramaic, Grammar with Daniel and Ezra; Prof. von Gutschmid, Greek 
Historiography, Josephus against Apion. 

Giessen: Prof. Kattenbusch, Theological Encyclopaedia, Dog- 
matics (Part Prof. Stade, Old Testament Introduction, Lesser 
Prophets: Prof. Schiirer, History the New Testament Canon, Romans, 
New Testament Biblical Prof. Harnack, Mediaeval History 
the Christian Church, History Doctrine. 

Heidelberg: Prof. Schenkel, The Protestant Principle and its 
Importance the Ecclesiastical, Moral, and Social Development the 
present day, Homiletics, General Introduction the Pastoral Office, New 
Testament Selections, History Preaching (Part 1.) down the Refor- 
Prof. Merx, Introduction the Pentateuch, Psalms, Syriac 
Ethiopic Prof. Holsten, Romans, Origin and Nature Religion Prof. 
Hausrath, New Testament Introduction, Church History (Part 
Prof. Fischer, History Greek Philosophy, Critical Lectures 
Faust. 

addition the above, most the Professors named conduct impor- 
tant discussions with their classes the above subjects and others. 

Prof. Lotze, hitherto enters his Professorship Berlin 
April. 

regret that have not yet received detailed intelligence concern- 
the lectures Berlin and other German Universities. 
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ARTICLE XII. 


NOTICES RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


the Phenomena and Causes Insular Faunas and 
Floras including Revision and attempted Solution the Problem 
Geological Climates. Alfred Russell Wallace, author The 
Geographical Distribution Animals,” etc. 8vo. pp. xvi,522. New 

York. 1881. 


This work supplementary the author’s Geographical Distribution 
Animals” (reviewed the Bibliotheca Sacra for July 1877), but 
somewhat more popular its style, and takes wider range its dis- 
the physical conditions controlling the distribution plants and 
animals. The facts now accumulating rapidly concerning the extent 
and limits the glacial period, and those recently gathered numerous 
governmental expeditions concerning the depths the ocean, all throw 
flood light upon the biological questions which have been actively 
discussed during the past twenty years. The doctrine the derivative 
origin species now undergoing the ordeal verification. course 
must expect Mr. Wallace, one the inventors the theory natural 
selection, partial towards his own progeny, and hence should read 
his books with special caution. Still, one can avoid respecting his 
ability and candor, nor help being deeply interested and impressed his 
presentation the case. The theory zodlogical evolution exten- 
sively used its adherents deductive principle which guide 
investigation and presage discovery. Now that maps the ocean 
depths are acquiring considerable degree accuracy, the naturalist, 
combined study the proximity island continental areas and 
the depths sea surrounding it, and considering the course the 
winds and the ocean currents, and the capacities different forms 
life for transportation, can, general, tell before examination with what 
regions its animals and plants will most closely allied. 

rule, islands are, their zodlogical characteristics, the satellites 
the nearest continents. But there marked distinction between the 
life upon islands surrounded deep seas and that upon islands separated 
from continents shallow seas. True oceanic islands are such rise 
from ocean floor ten thousand feet more depth; which the Ber- 
mudas, the Azores, the Galapagos, St. Helena, and the Sandwich Islands 
are examples. Upon such islands native mammailia, nor even frogs and 
reptiles, are found; but their native inhabitants are limited birds 
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and insects, and such other animals and plants could have been trans- 
ported naturally from the neighboring continents over the intervening 
expanse water. the other hand, continental islands, those 
surrounded shallow seas, indicating comparatively recent land con- 
nection with the continents, are peopled with many species which could 
only have migrated dry land. Such islands are Great Britain, Borneo, 
Java, Japan, Formosa, and Madagascar. the case all these 
elevation few hundred, or, the most, two three thousand, feet 
would establish continental connection. The sea separating Siam from 
Borneo and Java only about three hundred feet, and that surrounding 
England not over six hundred depth. The rule is, that the 
the type life present upon continental island propor- 
tionate the depth the sea separating from the main-land. this 
principle Madagascar presents some the most interesting illustrations. 
probable, from the depth the Mozambique channel and from the 
distribution shoals the Indian ocean, that Madagascar was, 
early period, joined Africa, and that several islands, now submerged, 
existed the direction India. Now the forms life Madagascar 
have aflinities with those India only the case such species could 
migrate from island island; while with Africa the affinities are such 
necessitate continuous land connection, there being less than 
sixty-six species mammalia. But these affinities with Africa are not 
with the species now most characteristic that continent. Madagascar 
does not contain monkeys, apes, baboons, lions, leopards, zebras, elephants, 
giraffes, and antelopes, which abound Africa; but the larger part its 
species belong the lemuroid family. This family now represented 
few scattered species West Africa, India, Ceylon, and the Malay 
Archipelago, all very unlike the species Madagascar. When families 
are such scattered condition pretty sure indication extreme 
antiquity, and that they are process decay, having once occupied 
the central regions from which they have now disappeared. the present 
case the inference that Madagascar was joined Africa during the 
great extension the lemuroid family, and became isolated before the 
advent Africa its present characteristic mammalia. find that 
period, the geologist has back the early portion the Tertiary 
epoch, when lemurs and the other families, now characteristic Mada- 
gascar, are known have been abundant Europe. know, also, 
that about that during the Eocene and Miocene periods, the northern 
portion Africa was submerged, leaving the southern portion immense 
island. The theory which explains the distribution the lemuroid family 
and its present isolation Madagascar, is, that, the time just referred 
to, Madagascar and Southern Africa were united, allowing lemurs 
spread over the whole territory; but that before land connection was 
re-established with Asia and Europe Madagascar had become separated 
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from the main-land and has ever since maintained its insular position, and 
its plants and animals have consequently been preserved from that com- 
petition with new northern forms life which took place when, later 
tertiary times, the barriers immigration were removed from the northern 
part the continent. According present evidence, the camel origi- 
nated America during the tertiary period, and most the present 
characteristic larger mammalia Africa, Europe and central Asia 
about the same time. When access given them Africa they grad- 
ually crowded out the lemuroid but Madagascar was beyond their 
reach. 

The student biblical theology will once perceive striking resem- 
blance between this mode reasoning and that now employed dis- 
cussing the age and authorship the various books the Old Testament; 
and such readers will find profitable study the work under review, 
for other purpose, familiarize themselves with the principles 
inductive reasoning now employed scientific men. 


M.A., M.D., F.R.S., Professor Pathological Anatomy and Clinical 
Medicine University College, London, Physician University Col- 
lege Hospital and the National Hospital for the Paralyzed and 
Epileptic. With one hundred and eighty-four 
pp- xii, 708. New York: Appleton and Co. 1880. 


The title this book misleading. Professor Bastian cannot well 
regard the brain organ the mind, for does not seem believe 
that there any mind separate from the brain. tells much which 
extremely interesting about the organ, and scouts the idea that meta- 
physical entity called the organist. our mind, however, the facts 
the author speak louder than his words. words warns against 
allowing ourselves mentally paralyzed belief the existence 
metaphysical gulf between what termed the subjective and the 
the ego and the non-ego” (p. 690), and pronounces the 
result popular fallacy that the word comes used most 
frequently, not general abstract name answering independent 
reality, but though corresponded real and positive something, 
existing and itself” (p. 139). But, according our author, 
more corresponds definite, self-existing principle than 
the word ‘magnetism’”; and legitimate inference from existing 
knowledge that conscious states, and indeed mental phenomena generally, 
are dependent upon the properties and molecular actions nerve-tissues, 
just magnetic phenomena are dependent upon the properties and 
molecular actions certain kinds states iron” (p. 142). 

Notwithstanding this categorical disclaimer belief the metaphysi- 
cal entity called mind, Professor Bastian agress with Locke that 
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find ourselves power begin forbear, continue end, several 
actions our minds and motions our bodies barely thought 
preference the mind” (see pp. 548, 690); and also verbally and 
decidedly rejects the supposition that human beings are mere conscious 
automata (p. 688). 

How these two notions are made harmonize appears page 584: 
The cerebral cortex [i.e. the outer rim grey matter the brain] 
regarded continuous aggregation interlaced centres, towards 
which ingoing impressions all kinds converge from various parts the 
here they come into relations with one another various ways, 
and conjointly give rise nerve-actions, which have for their subjective 
correlatives all the sensations and perceptions, all the intellectual and all 
the emotional processes which the individual capable experiencing. 
From these terminal and complexly for in-going 
currents, and from certain annexes connection therewith, out-going 
currents issue, which rouse definite ways the activity the highest 
motor centres (the corpora striata and cerebellum), and through them 
evoke the properly adjusted activity lower motor combinations, 
give rise any movements that are ‘desired,’ which are accustomed 
appear response particular sensations and ideas.” 

This language itself betrays the futility all attempts make 
appear that mental phenomena and material phenomena are products 
common substance. Mind and matter are not one, but two. Some- 
where the vicinity those there individual 
capable experiencing certain conscious processes and cherishing cer- 
tain thoughts and putting forth certain and 
certain bodily movements. Even according Mr. James 
Mill, whom our author quotes with approval, the in-going impressions 
must, the translated (in certain cases, any rate,) 
into idea conception the kind movement needed” before the 
movement can executed. Man’s sense freedom and responsibility, 
more than anything else, controverts the hypothesis monism material- 
ism and establishes the doctrine dualism. What comes out the brain 
not the same what goes in. ideal element has been added it; 
spontaneous power has acted upon and given the stamp its per- 
sonality. Objectively considered, the phenomena fhe material world 
may all placed under the categories resistance and motion. But 
subjectively speaking, they are different order entirely. Mental 
phenomena may correlated certain motions the brain and else- 
where, but they are something more than modes motion. The light 
which set out upon its journey from the sun eight minutes ago one 
variety motion correlated certain other varieties motion our 
nervous system. But while the activities are confined the nerves they 
are still but modes motion. reaching the however, 


they are suddenly transformed into sensations and give rise thought 
and emotion. Physiologists have not greatly narrowed the gulf between 
motion and emotion. Independent the anatomy the brain know 
that our five senses were adapted secure and transmit the mind 
certain motions from the external world; and know that the case 
light these movements come from vast distances. entering the 
body the transmitting medium was changed, and the mode the motion 
could longer observed. The physiologist has simply traced few 
feet few inches further the lines through which the current flows but 
doing has narrowed the gulf between thought and extension 
inappreciable amount. The contrasts between the subjective and the 
objective are sharp now that they face each other the cerebral cor- 
tex when they were thought have been separated the whole 
length the visual auditory nerves. 

Our present limits not permit more extended discussion this 
topic; nor indeed does the subject demand it. The problem 
nutshell, and one which experts physiology are better able 
settle than anybody else. increase the amount one’s knowledge 
the organ can authorize the investigator ignore the existence 
organist when such intelligible harmonies are “heard proceed from 
man’s material organization. That the organist unseen the physical 
eye objection his existence. the eye reason more 
clearly visible than any other object the universe. 

conclusion are bound bear testimony the wealth learning 
displayed the volume under review, and the candor the author’s 


judgment all his technical discussions. The intelligent reader cannot 


fail profit from the perusal the book, for storehouse recently 
discovered facts concerning the action the nervous organization 
men and animals, and concerning the localities the brain which 
certain modes mental activities originate. But the the 
mystery attending the transformation motion into thought far off 
the phenomena matter and the phenomena mind. 


the result Mental Strain Emotional Dis- 
turbance. William Hammond, M.D. 18mo. pp. 108. New 
York: Putnam’s Sons. 1879. 


The writings Dr. Hammond, well those Dr. Beard, two 
physicians whose works have noticed heretofore, have psychological 
and ethical value. The present treatise devoted the Symptoms 
Hyperaemia (sometimes confounded with Anaemia), the Differential 
Diagnosis it, Causes it, Prognosis, Morbid Anatomy and Pathology, 
and the Treatment it. perusal the treatise tends deepen the 
impression that the nervous disorders our literary men are the result 
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that simple brain-work healthful; and our scholars might perform 
greater amount mental labor than they perform, they would keep 
the right proportion between hard study the one hand, and repose 
and diversion the other hand. The biographies our literary and 
professional men abound with records mental depression which excite 
our sympathy, but are fact the records anaemia 
and they called not for smaller amount, but for more scientific propor- 
tion mental labor. recommending amusements for our overworked 
scholars, Dr. Hammond notices common fault our countrymen, and 
quotes the suggestive paradox that Americans “are never happy unless 
they are miserable” (p. 105). 


THE AUTHORSHIP THE GOsPEL: EXTERNAL EVIDENCES. 
Ezra Abbot, D.D., LL.D., Bussey Professor New Testament 
Criticism and Interpretation the Divinity School Harvard Uni- 
versity. 8vo. Boston: Ellis. 1880. 


Dr. Abbot has been distinguished his candor, caution, minute 
accuracy, and sound judgment. The present volume will considered 
classical, and will not only maintain, but augment, his high reputation. 
aims prove the genuineness the Fourth Gospel the following 
facts: the Gospel was commonly received genuine the last quarter 
the second century (pp. 13-20) was appealed Justin Martyr 
one the four apostolical memoirs Christ (pp. 20-80); was 
used various Gnostic sects which became conspicuous the second 
quarter the second century (pp. 80-89) its genuineness indicated 
the (interpolated) twenty-fifth verse and the last half the twenty- 
fourth verse the last chapter the (pp. 89-91). 

The entire volume illustrates the accrétive nature moral reasoning. 
The internal evidence the genuineness John’s Gospel has one degree 
strength; the external evidence has another both united have 
more than two degrees; the coincidence both has third degree 
strength. Dr. Abbot considers only the external and con- 
sidering this distinctly specifies (at least) nineteen reasons for supposing 
that Justin Martyr alluded the fourth Gospel (pp. 28-51). Almost any 
one these reasons taken singly would fail give confidence that 
Justin quoted from John; but all the reasons taken together justify 
degree confidence. With his usual carefulness Dr. Abbot says that 
one these reasons decisive,” second “strong,” and “in 
regard not few others, while the possibility accidental agreement 
must conceded, the probability decidedly against this, and the accu- 
mulated probabilities form argument little weight” (pp. 51, 52). 
So, more extended view, the argument from the general reception 
the Gospel during the last quarter the second century presents one 


